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ig making 
gold. 
. 
ever a 

at idea. : . 
Lafayette, with ouly seven or eight opposed to 
ert . r 


You, 


ddressed that House in my life, to repudiate 


il. 


with a overwhelming majority. “here were 


ahoat ten or fifteen, 
josed to It. 


ra gratuity, we should weigh it as fine 
That was the first occasion upon which | 


The appropriation was voted to Gen- | 


fr. President, were then a member of | 
this branch of the Legislature, and a os. here | 


or perhaps not so many, op- 


sir, L can see no merit in our Government hav- | 
oly 


ne tendered a national ship to a mere revolution- | 
. 


sever in the Old World—t allude to Mr, 


ary 2 
; one who had never rendered any ser- 


Kossuth; 


yice to this country; and one who, so far as we | 


has reudered none to the cause of liberty. 


know . 2 
ere brought into that without due reflection. 


We were 


[hope we shall never do so again; but having in- | 


curred these expenses, I think we ought to meet 
them without counting the cost.e The committee 
isto examine the bill, That committee consists 
of three of the most eminent members of this 
body—the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
the Senator from illinois, [Mr. Sutecps,)} and the 


Senator from New York, |Mr. Sewarp.] If they | 


have not learned arithmetic enough to settle the 


account of this hotel keeper, I think we never shall. | 


It surikes me as an extravagant bill. However, I 


shall leave it to those genulemen to say what is | 
right, and I shall not quibble about it. 1 hope the | 


subject will not be postponed, and that we will 
consume no More lime upon it; but take a vote, 
and dispose of it finally. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say one word, in an- 


swer to the remarks of the Senator from North | 


Carolina. He speaks about champagne. I do | 
not know whether there is any in the bill. He 


probably understands it better than I do. He asks 
whether every bottle of champague—and I sup- 
pose every mouthful—is to be put in the specific 
appropriation? Nobody ever thought of such a 
thing. 2 Al ta 
question seriously. Ina specific appropriation, we 
leave the accounting officers to carry the details 
into effect. 1 am for making a specific appropria- 


The honorable Senator did not ask the | 


tion in this case of $5,000, or $4,000, or $3,000, | 


or whatever may be necessary for the support of 
Kossuth, and leave the investigation to the com- 
mittee to determine whether the items are proper. 
What they determine will be satisfactory to me. 


No man dreams of going over every item in the | 


bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will ask him a question. If this is not a specific 
appropriation now, will it be made more so by 
changing it from a resolution of the Senate to a 
joint resolution of both Houses ? 

Mr. CASS. 
Specific appropriations are not made by the action 
of the Senate, but by the joint action of the Sen- 


ate, House of Representatives, and President of | 


the United States. Allow me to say, that at the 
commencement of the Government, I believe, in 
asking appropriations for the Army, it was cus- 
tomary to say so many millions tor the Army. 
Who would venture to ask such an appropriation 
forthe Army now? ‘They would ask so much for 
the pay of officers; so much for subsistence; so 
much for clothing; so much for the pay of the 
soldiers; so much for the medical department; 
s0 much for each particular. Specific appropri- 
ations should be made to check abuses. hat 
is their object. No man pretends that you can, 
beforehan , Set down every item. But, as is 
done in every constitutional government, you can 
make your appropriation fer the object to which 
it 18 to be applied, and then you can hold your 
executive officers responsible for the proper ap- 
plication of the money, and the proper, legal ad- 
justment ef the accounts rendered under it. The 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Maxcum] says, that he formerly made a speech 
to show that specific appropriations were useless. 
Mr. MANGUM. Oh, no. 


I thought that was the amount of 


Mr. CASS. 
the remark. 


Mr. MANGUM. My remark was, that when 
46 


That has nothing to do with it. | 
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you attempt to tie them upto the line of precision, || 


it very often cripples the public service. 
Mr. CASS. ‘That crippling has come down to 


us for half a century, and will go on, I trust, as | 


long as we are a Government. Suppose you 
should undertake to say that $52,000,000 should 


be apprepriated for the expenses of the Govern- | 


ment, and leave the Executive to apply it; is there 
a man in either House of Congress who would 
advocate such a plan? It would be hooted, or the 
public voice would hoot us out. 


4 


New Senres.... 








some individual who has a just claim upon the 
Government, and pay it out of the conungent 
fund of the Senate, because there would not be 
time to pass it in the House of Representatives? 
That would be just as legitimate a reason for us 
to take such a course to take money 

Treasury, as it would be in this case. 


out of the 
But it is 


| altogether an assumption that it will be discussed 


r | 
Well, then, the | 


nearer you get to a specific appropriation inevery | 
case, the nearer you get to a compliance with the | 


true rule. 


As to the question of the Senator from New | 


York, I would say that he mistakes the whole 
question in dispute between us. It is simply a 
question of the proper application to be made of 
the contingent fund. 


lt is ne question of a spe- | 


cific appropriation, or of a latitudinarian appro- | 


priation, It is no question of appropriation at 
all, but a question of application. You appro- 
priate so much for the pay of members, so much 
for this contingent expense and the other; now, 


what are they, fairly, honestly and purely? They | 


are the expenses necessary to enable you to get 
along in your legislative capacity—payment of 
officers, end things of that descripion. But now 
you come to us with a resolution passed by both 


Houses of Congress, and signed by the President, | 


inviting the guest ef the nation to come here, and 
you wish to appropriate the amount of his ex- 
penses out of the contingent fund of this body. 1 
repeat it is not proper. You say that Lafayette 
was paid. But was he paid the $200,000 out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate? Did any maa 
dream that it was so? Would there have been 
found one man in either House who would advo- 
cute such a course, or have even proposed to give 
to Lafayette $200,000 out of the conungent fund of 
Senate: No, sir; it was a regular act of Congress. 
I shall vote for this appropriation with pleasure, 


if it is putin the form of an appropriation to be | 


made by Congress, so that it may take the accus- 
tomed course in passing the two Houses. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 desire to say but a few words. 
All seem to admit that we have incurred a liability 
to pay these expenses. How has that lability 
been incurred ? 
direct joint resoluuon, which has the same force 


By a law of Congress, or by a | 


asa law, whieh was passed by both Houses of | 


Congress. ‘This proposition is to pay the expenses 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, which is 
given for a particular object—the payment of the 


nevessary expenses of the Senate, as a body, by | 


itself. Now, this is either a debt owing to the 
tavern-keeper, or an obligation of politeness we 
are under to Mr. Kossuth. It seems to be treated 
in beth capacities. ‘Take 1t in either. 
proper mode of doing it, unless you sanction an 
abuse in legislation, is by a regular, legal appro- 


ing all the departments which hold a check on our 
expenditures. 
‘rhis is a matter in which gentlemen say, our 


Sir, the | 


priation by the two Houses of Congress, and pass- | 


courtesy is concerned, in which our obligations 


also are concerned. Well, there are other cases 
in which there are just as strong obligations, and 
as much courtesy due from this body towards 


claimants, as in (his instance are due towards the | 


hotel-keeper. I know there are bills lying upon 
the table, providing for the payment to widows 
and orphans of just debts which they have against 


the United States, which have been reported upon | 


frequently by committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress, but because they have been discussed in 
one House, or time did not permit them to be 
| passed, have failed; and they are still here. 


Missouri [Mr. Arcnuison] furnishes, that they 
will discuss presidential questions in the House of 
Representatives on this resolution, might apply to 
every bill. ‘Then, according to that doctrine, we 
should have to change our whole proceedings. 
Would it not be just as legal, and proper, and ap- 
| propriate, 





|” Phe reason which the honorable Senator from | 


| 
| 


to take up one of these meritorious bills | him 
| for the payment of $1,000 or $5,000 im favor of || said that this bill is not to be paid? 


| sued. 


in the House and not passed. We do not know 
anything about that. My plan is to act, and take 
our share of the responsibility, and trust to the 
House of Representatives. | believe they will be 
as just and as dignified as we; and, therefore, I 
shall vote for the amendment to constitute this a 
joint resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. The honorable from 
New York, when the discussion was commenced 
inquired of me in which form | would give the 
resolution a preference? I replied, as a joint reso- 
luuon. As that topic is under discussion, | wish 
to state my reason for giving that opinion, It is 
now proposed, by this resolution, to take money 
from what is called the contingent fund of the 
Senate, in order to make these payments. That 
contingent fund is money already appropriated— 
appropriated by the two Houses of Congress for 
the use of the Senate, in payment of its contin- 
gent expenses. 


Senator 


If this is a contingent expense of 
the Senate, then it is proper to make this applica- 
tion of the money. | thoughi that it was a little 
doubtful whether 1 would fall among that descrip- 
tien of expenditure that we ordinarily consider the 
contingent expenses of the Senate; and therefore 
it was that | answered that | would prefer a joint 
resolution. 1 cannot perceive that the House 
could have withinits contemplation, when itagreed 
to give this contingent fund, an expenditure of 
this description ; though perhaps in some mstan- 
ces we adopt, as conungent, payments that are of 
as doubtful a churacier as this. | shall, however, 
find no insuperable difficulty In supperting it as a 
conungent expense, or as a joint resolution; for 
that this bill ought to be paid admits of no doubt; 
it can admitofno doubt. Why, sir, if any man 
of spurt and honor, for whose benefit a bill of this 
sort was incurred, could have listened to this de- 
bate, he would have put his hand in his pocket 
and paid the hotel-keeper himself. Why has it 
not been done? It has not been done, because a 
committee of this body and a committee of the 
other House, having the matter in charge, gave 


| this gentieman to understand that he would be 


welcome to his lodgings; that no compensation, 
and no equivalent was to be expected from him. 
Now, whatever might be my views of the char- 
acter of this individual, er of the course of life 
which he has pursued, | should deem this the 
most improper motive for me to withdraw myself 
from this transaction. | would meet the bill and 
pay it fairly, be it what it may. Nor would [ in- 
quire into the particulars of such a bill. 1 hardly 
think it is compatible with the character and dig- 
nity of the two Houses to go into the items of the 


expenditure. it is enough that you appoint a 


| committee to look into the business, to take care 


ef your rights, and see that whatto them is satis- 
factory is done. That is enough forme. | would 
not stop to inquire whether the amount was reas- 
onable or unreasonable. 

The Government paid this gentleman a great 
compliment—one that is almost unparalleled in 
the history of the country, there being but one 
precedent for a similar course of procedure. They 
gave him a welcome to the capital and to the 
country. And the committee, in my judgment, 
did right, when they thought that the spirit of hos- 
pitality in the Government should be carried out 
by making further provision for his entertainment. 
1, for one, approve of the course they have pur- 
And now | would meet this obligation— 
meet it manfully, and pay it, as it becomes us 
to do. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not know to what portion 
of this debate the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts are intended as a reply. 
I would ask him to state, who upon this floor has 
i have 
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heard no one say so. Every one has said that the 
bill is to be paid. All this declamation about 
honor is to mean something or nothing. 
does it mean? Every one admits the bill is to be 


paid; but is it incompatible with honor that there | 
should be some party to inquire whether it is | 
It is simply the bill of a hotel | 


reasonable or not? 
keeper—— 

Mr. DAVIS. 
will beg to make one remark. I spoke of my 
own individual feelings, and of those of no other 
person. 


Mr. PRATT. I do not know what was the 


use of saying it would be dishonorable to do this; | 


and that, if the gentleman had been present and 
heard this debaft, he would have put his hands 
into his pocket, and paid the bill himself. Noman 
has made the question whether the nation is not 
to pay the bill—to pay what is right; but still, the 
question is made, whether there cannot be an in- 
quiry instituted as to the amount of the bill. A 
hotel keeper has presented a bill to a committee of 
the Senate, and they say that that bill is to be paid 
without examination. That is the proposition on 
one side; and the proposition upon the other side 
is, that itis not incompatible with honor that we 
should inquire into the items of that bill—that 
somebody should inquire—some accounting offi- 
cer—whether the bill is right or wrong. 

Mr. BADGER. 
has fallen into a singular error. The resolution 
expressly requires that what is to be paid, is to be 
yaid upon the approval of the committee. 1] be- 
oo that is the usual course of the Senate. 

Mr. PRATT. Wedo notdiffer at all. 


bill, if they are to be invested with the power of 


ascertaiuing the correctness of the bill, I shall be | 


satisfied. But I am not speaking of what that 
Senator says; I am replying to the argument made 


on the other side, which is based on the hypothesis | 


that it is dishonorable to inquire whether the bill 
isright or wrong, and that it must be paid now. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I had not the intention of 
charging anything like dishonor upon the Senator 
from Maryland. I only felt that it would be a 
little wanting in dignity to go into an investigation, 
in the Senate, of the little items of this bill. 1 be- 
lieve he would be the last man to do it. I do not 
at all mean to impute any wrong motive to the 
Senator, 

Mr. BORLAND. [I have not, from the begin- 
ning of this discussion, objected to the payment 
of this bill; nor have I heard any one, as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland remarked, object to it. I 


proposed, for the single reason I stated, that the | 


further consideration of the resolution shouid be 


postponed; not that I was not prepared to vote | 


upon it, and for the payment of it, now. The 


Senate having decided that they willmot postpone | 
But, sir, | wish || 


it, [am prepared to vote now. 
to say, in regard to a remark which fell from the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] that I do 
not understand how it can be considered a small 


affair, or a very small matter, unworthy to be in- || 


troduced here. The Senate did positively refuse, 
upon a substantial proposition, to include any one 


in the invitation extended to Louis Kossuth but || 
The | 


proposition having been brought forward to pro- | 


himself, after full discussion on the subject. 


vide for the entertainment of those who were to 
accompany Kossuth, and it having been rejected, 
I do not see how the Senator can think it an im- 
material, small, or irrelevant matter, to be con- 
sidered in this connection. 
also, that this very proposition was not only 
made, but carried without opposition, to thé ob- 
jection then made to this business of receiving and 


entertaining Mr. Kossuth, without the concurrent || 


action of the other House. It was expressly 


stated by a late Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. | 


Foore,| when I made a proposition to include an 
appropriation for the purpose of paying these ex- 
penses, as an objection to that, shes its going to 
the other House asa 
it. The same appre 
tained now. Gentlemen are afraid to trust the | 
other House. They are afraid to send the matter 
there, as the House might investigate it. I con- 
ceive it can be for no other reason. Putting the 
two circumstances together, it seems to me to | 
make out a case which leaves us ground for the | 
suspicion, at least, that the object of making this | 


THE CONGRE 


What 


If the Senator alludes to me, I 


; 
My friend from Maryland } 
|| making the compensation. 


If this | 


committee is to inquire first into the items of the | 


It will be recollected, | 


joint resolution would defeat | 
ension seems to be enter- | 


—— 


SSIONA 


L GLOBE. 


| Senate is to avoid the discussion which it will un- | 


| dergo in the other House, and the chances of be- | 


ing there defeated. In appropriating money out 


of the Treasury of the United States for any pur- | 


pose whatever, | am not for avoiding the investiga- 
tion of the other House. I think itis right that, not 
only in a case of this sort, but in every case, such a 

roposition should undergo the ee of both 

fouses. The Constitution requires it; former le- 
gislation requires it; and, I think, the experience 
of the country justifies it; and everything adds to 
the force and propriety of the requirement; and 
for these reasons | wish to adhere to it. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say one word to my 
friend from Arkansas. If the whole House of 
Representatives were, to a man, opposed to the 
payment of this bill, it would furnish no reason 
why it should not be paid, and would not relieve 
this Senate from their responsibility to pay it. 
Mr. Kossuth came here, and was received by our 
committee, acting under our joint resolution; he 


was by them placed in the quarters which he oc- | 


cupied. He was placed there upon their author- 
ity and their responsibility as our representatives; 
and he had been there, t believe, some ten days 
before any committee was appointed for the pur- 
pose of receiving him by the House. No com- 
mittee of the House ever joined in the action (by 
which he was put in those quarters, or assumed 
any responsibility) on the part of the House for 


| would be wrong for us to submit this question to 
the House. What our committee has done, we 
are bound to see respected and carried through by 
the power which we possess of doing it. That is 
the view I take of the question. 

Mr. BORLAND. think the Senator from 
North Carolina is mistaken. It has been clearly 
shown by the Senators from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Crarke] and Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] that Mr. 
Kossuth was not invited here, and not received 
here, and not entertained here upon the invitation 
of the Senate alone; but by a joint resolution of 


|| the two Houses of Congress. 


Mr. BADGER. There is no sort of inconsist- 
ency in that. I know there was a joint resolution, 

| somewhat in the French style—** The American 
people give to Louis Kossuth a cordial welcome 


Therefore, I say it | 


to the capital and the country.’’ I know that that | 


was so. It was a flourish. But this Senate, be- 

| fore he arrived here, appointed a committee to 
receive him, without any action of the House; 
and they placed him in the lodgings where he re- 
mained until he left the city. 


Mr. SEWARD. That is exactly the fact. No | 


committee had been appointed by the other House 
when Mr. Kossuth arrived in this city. He was 
met by us, and taken by us, to the hotel, and re- 


ceived by its keeper upon the contingency of pro- | 


vision being made for the payment of his expenses. 
And before Kossuth left the city, he offered to pay 
the expense himself, but was instructed by the 
| committee not to do so. 

Mr. BORLAND. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon the question of so amending the resolution 


| as to make it appa resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SOULE. 


I wish to ascertain distinctly the 
fact, whether these expenses were incurred under 
the responsibility of the committee appointed by 
this body? 

Mr.SH{ELDS. They were solely and wholly 
incurred under the responsibility of the committee 


appointed by the Senate. The committee of the 
other House had nothing to do with it; in fact, 
they were not, at the time, appointed, 


to the Senate, whether, under an 


accruing out of that fact? 
North Carolina just now has properly remarked, 


| sum of money to satisfy this bill, how would the 
| Senate stand? I cannot hesitate, myself, in the 
solution of this question. We are bound to pay 
it; and, being bound to pay it, I shall vote for the 





| resolution as it stands. 


| Thequestion being taken by yeas and nays, on 


| the adoption of the amendment, resulted—yeas | 


16, nays 21; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, Brodhead, 


Morton, Pratt, Rusk, and Upham—16. 


| Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, 
| Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, 


| sin, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Fish, Geyer, Hamlin, James, 


| indifference to me. 
| I have no wish, one way or the other, whether I 


March 


Uy, 


Bell. Brooke © . 
* : Ch 
Fish, Hatin’ Tame’ 


n ‘ Ma > 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, Under ’ 


Wade—21. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and na 
the resolution; and they were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say that 
was opposed to this whole proceeding . 
beginning. I was opposed to the reception ; 
Louis Kossuth by the Senate. But the Se, . 
having thought proper to treat him ast 
done, and to incur the expense, as my fr 
Massachusetts has observed, I regard it as q duty 
on the part of the Senate to pay the bill—just 7 
much so as if a war should be declared by both 
Houses of Congress, against which | yoted ‘a 
then a proposition were made to defray all the ex. 
penses that might have been incurred by its pros. 
ecution. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken I 
desire to say one word. I shall vonre against this 
resolution. Not that I am opposed to paying the 
bill, but because I do not think this is the proper 
way of paying it. I vote against the mode, and 
not against the amount or the proposition to pay 

The yeas and nays being taken on the adoption 
of the resolution, resulted—yeas 3], nays 6: ag 
follow: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Brad. 
bury, Brodhead, Brooke, Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wise. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, 


YS on 


ale 
hey have 


iend from 


ON 


Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, King, McRae, May 
gum, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Stocktop 
Sumner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—31. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Cass, Clarke, Mason, Morton 
and Pratt—6. , 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS, 


Mr. MASON. I movethat the Senate proceed 


| to the consideration of Executive business. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. I hope the Senate wil} 
not agree to the motion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass} 
has the floor to-day on the lowa and bill. Tun- 
derstand he does not wish to occupy it more than 
half an hour; after which time there will be abund- 
ant opportunity to go into Executive session and 


_ do what business may be brought before the Sen- 


ate. I hope the motion wil} not be agreed to. | 


| am confident that the Senator from Michigan will 
| not speak more than half an hour, and then there 


will be more time left than is usually oceupied in 
Executive session. 

Mr. CASS. It isa matter of the most perfect 
I have not much to say, and 


shall go on now, or at some other time. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope the motion will not 
be adopted. The Senator from Michigan is will- 
ing and prepared to goon to-day, although he says 
he is indifferent, and would as soon speak some 
other day. But the interests of this Lowa bill, which 


'| has been a long time postponed, call upon the Sen- 


| ate with a great deal of force, for consideration, and, 


if possible, for a vote upon itatthistime. | hope, 


| therefore, that as the Senate is now full, and will 


probably be so for an hour or two to come, and, 


, as the Senator from Michigan does not prapose to 


occupy the Senate a very long while, his remarks 


| may be heard now; and that, afterwards, we may 


|| bring the bill to a vote. 


Mr. MASON. There is an urgent considera- 


| tion why the business to be done in Executive 


session should be transacted at once. Senators 
who were present yesterday when we went into 


|| Executive session, know the propriety of doing 
Mr. SOULE. That being the case, I submit || 
circumstances, | 
we can exonerate ourselves from the responsibility || 
As the Senator from | 


so. I would not ask the Senate to go into Execu- 
tive session, if the Senator from Michigan wished 
to-day to occupy the floor. ButI understand that 
it is indifferent to him whether or not he goes on 


| to-day. Only a remnant of the day is left, and I 


| let us suppose, for a moment, that there be a diffi- | 
culty in the House about appropriating a sufficient || 


eo. } | Cass, Clarke, Davis, Downs, Geyer, King, McRae, Mason, | 
appropriation out of the contingent fund of the |/ ‘ { : ' 7, ’ F 


_ the bill before the vote is taken. 


think we cannot employ it better than in Execu- 
tive session. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It has been heretofore 


agreed in this body, that we are to come here on 
_ Tuesday next prepared on that day to take the vote 


upon the Iowa land bill. I know there are about 
four or five Senators who desire to be heard on 
That will neces- 
sarily consume the whole of Monday and of Tues- 
day, and therefore we shall not be able to take the 
vote on Tuesday at the usual hour of adjournment; 
and I fear we shall have to sit until late in the 
evening. 
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we BADGER. Postpone the taking of the | itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state | 


ntil Wednesda | of the Union, I will withdraw my objection. 


next. 
JONES, of Sieve. If the Senator from Mr. CARTTER. I renew it. 
Me be permitted to ocoupy the residue of | Mr. FICKLIN. With the consent of gentle- 
ey —end he will not speak longer than until | men, I will modify my motion, so that it shall not 
this @ 


yote U 


fifteen minutes after three” o clock—I am | apply until after to-day. It will then provide that 
shall then have more time than the | after to-day the further consideration of the special 
anate usually bestows upon Executive business || order in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ae one day. I hope, therefore, that the lowa | of the Union shall be postponed until a week from 
"bill will not be laid aside. next Tuesday. It will then take its place as the 
I » PRESIDENT. It is not under considera- || special order again. 
. o The motion is not to lay it aside, but to Mr. CARTTER. 
cael to the consideration of Executive busi- 


ten oT 
certain We 


I have no objection to that. 
All I desire is, that the gentleman from California 
shall be allowed to make his speech to-day. 


ness. b ; , ois 
The motion was agreed el || Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. [ renew the objec- 
\nd, after some time spent in Executive ses- || tion. : 
: a doors were reopened, and ® Mr.OLDS. I ask the unanimous consent of 
gi0n, ™ 


the House, to allow me to introduce a resolution 
calling for information from one of the Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. STANTON. At the suggestion of several 
gentlemen around me, | will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 


Mr. MEACHAM. 


The Senate adjourned. | 
‘ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 11, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. Burver. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FICKLIN. I desire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, to make the necessary motion 
in order to get at the bill providing for prosecuting 
the work on the extension of the Capitol. I think 
the better mode of effecting that object is, with the 
consentof my friend from Tennessee, (Mr. Jonn- 
sox,] to move to postpone the further considera- 
ion of the special order in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union till this day week, or this 
day two weeks. Then we can not only dispose of 
the bill providing for the prosecution of the work 
on the Capitol, but proceed to consider the defi- 
ciency bill, about which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means seems so anxious. ‘If 
it meet with the approbation of the House, there- 
fore, | will move that the further consideration of 
the special order in Committee of the W hole on the 
siate of the Union, be postponed till this day week. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be reached | 
regularly, by discharging the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

A Voice. 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it can 
be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. | will acquiesce 
in the proposition of the gentleman, if it meet the 
universal approbation of the House. As far as 
the homestead bill is concerned, I am satisfied that 
everything is to be gained by delay. At the same 
time [ do not want to press the discussion of this 
matter upon the House. If it is the wish of the 
House that this bill shall go over till next Tuesday 
week, I shall not interpose any objection. 

Mr. FICKLIN. [| will then vary°my motion 
as to time, so that the further consideration of this 
~_ order shall be postponed till next Tuesday | 
week. 

Mr AVERETT. I hope the opponents of the 
measure, which is now the special order, (the | 
homestead bill,) will be allowed to take part in its 
discussion. Hitherto, nearly all of the speaking | 
has been on one side—in favor of the measure. 
The motion to cut short the discussion yesterday, 
was coupled with the threat that those who should 
vote against that motion, were to be held respon- | 
sible for delaying the public business. Now, the | 
truth is, that most of our time in committee has | 
been consumed in speeches to unmake and make 
Presidents—and in other matters wholly irrelevant 
to the special order. 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent | 
of the House the bill can be made to take the direc- 
tion weet 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. 
‘he Postponement. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would inquire whether the | 
gentleman from California (Mr. Marsuatt] will | 
hot sll retain the floor in committee, if the post- 
ponement should be agreed upon. 

The SPEAKER. Not necessarily. He will | 
ne to it when the committee shall recur to | ; ; f 

© measure upon which he obtained the floor. || Sothe resolution was laid on the tab'e. 
His right to the floor will go over with the bill | Mr. FICKLIN. 

A Memper. The floor will be given the gentle- 
man from California aga matter of courtesy. 


eax MARSHALL. 
tl shall have the floor after the House resolves ‘| therefore renew the motion. 


| 
j 
Prayer | I renew it. 
| CLOSE OF DEBATE ON HOMESTEAD BILL. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state what is 
| the regular order of business. The following res- 
olution was offered yesterday by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranry:] 
‘Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, on the bill of the House No. 7, to 
|} encourage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, and other 
branches of industry, by granting to every man who is the 
head of a family and a citizen of the United States, a home 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land, out of the 
| public domain, upon condition of occupancy and cultiva- 
tion of the same for the period herein specified, shall cease 
|| at three o’clock on Thursday, the Lith instant; and if the 
committee shall not come to a conclusion sooner upon the 
|} same, it shall then proceed to vote upon such amendments 


report it to the House, with such amendments as may have 
been agreed upen by the committee.”’ 

The question immediately pending is the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. 
Jounson,]| to lay the resolution upon the table, and 
upon that motion the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
It can be passed over by unanimous | 


It will be seen 
from the various motions which have been made, 
that the friends of that measure propose to do any- 
thine reasonable in relation to this matter. I 
trust, therefore, that the House will vote down 
this resolution to close debate. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. I beg leave to say one 
word upon this question. 

TheSPEAKER. It canonly be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

It was objected to. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the table, and the result was—yeas 121, 
nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Bell, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Buell, Bur- 
rows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, Cullom, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, 
Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, 
Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris. 
Hascall, Henn, Hibbard, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y, 
How, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Preston King; Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Edward C. Mar- 
shali, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, MeMul- 
lin, McNair, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Penn, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Price, Richardson, Schoon- 





LL 


Smart, Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Thurston, 
Townshend, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welsh, Addison 


I object to and Woodward—121. 
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as shall be pending or offered to the same, and shall then | 


maker, Scudder, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 


White, Alexander White, Wileox, Wildrick, Williams, 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barrere, Bibighaus, John H. 
Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, E. Carrington Cabell, Cleveland, 
Dockery, Doty, Evans, Faulkner, Gentry, Hall, Haws, 
Haven, Hendricks, Howard, Jackson, James Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Lockhart, Meacham, 
John Moore, Morehead, Outlaw, Peaslee, Perkins, Ross, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Tavlor, Benjamin Thompson, Wallace, Walsh, and Wells 
—39. 


I understand my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. Meacnam] will now withdraw his 
objection to postpone the special order in the Com- 
If it is the understanding mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I 
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Mr. MEACHAM. Gentlemen tell me that if 


| I will withdraw my objection to the resolution, 
| there is some prospect we shall get to the public 
| business, and for a time put a stop to these polit- 
| ical speeches, 


1 will withdraw my objection, 
Accordingly, by geioral consent, he further 
consideration of the order was postponed, after to 
day, until Tuesday week. 

Mr.CARTTER. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The Houseaccordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Hiusparp in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the special order, being House 
bill No. 7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 

| manufactures, and other branches of industry, by 
| granting to every man, &c., one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Cal- 
| ifornia {Mr. Marsnatr] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of California, addressed the 
| House an hour (in remarks which have been with- 
| held for revision, and which will be published in 
the Appendix) in reply to the remarks made yester- 
day by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breck- 
INRIDGE] upon the subject of American progress, 
and the Presidency, and in defense of Judge 
Dovue.as. 

Mr. M. having concluded— 

Mr. BELL next obtained the floor, and ad 
dressed the House his allotted hour in regard to 
the disposition of the public domain, the rights of 
all the States therein, the expansion of American 
commerce, and the tariff. 

{His remarks, withheld for revision, will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, obtaining the floor—— 

Mr. McMULLIN. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cas.e] will give way, [ will move that 
| the committee now rise, 
| Mr.CABLE, I will yield to that motion alone, 

still retaining my right to the floor. 

Mr. WALSH. We can get at the bill in re- 
gard to the Capitol, if the committee rise, and at 
once, by unanimous consent, pass it. | ask for 
tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. CuanpLer, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 39; noes not counted. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. COBB. Idesireto makean announcement, 
if the gentleman from Ohio will allow me; I never 
wish to take the House by surprise. I have but 
one report to make, and that is a bill to graduate 
and reduce the price of public lands. That ques- 

| tion I consider to be twin sister with the one we 

have now under discussion. 1 give notice that I 
| shall move to put that bill upon its passage, and I 
shall resist everything like a reference, so the 
matter may be discussed in connection with the 
other. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, followed, and spoke an 
| hour in favor of the bill under consideration. He 
| thought that its adoption would do more for the 
| interest and welfare of this Government, more for 
| the happiness and prosperity of the people, than 
| any bill that had ever passed the Housa. 

[See Appendix for Mr. C’s speech.]} 

| Mr. FULLER, of Maine, obtained the floor. 

| Mr. FOWLER. I move, with the permission 
| of the gentleman, that the committee rise; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee rose accordingly, and the Speaker 
| having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
i committee reported that the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
| Union generally under consideration, and — 
| ularly the special order, being House bili No. 7; 
'| to encourage agriculture, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 

| House adjourn. 

| Mr. WALSH. I would request of the gentle- 
man a withdrawal of his motion, that we may pass 
the hill for the renewal of the work upon the ex- 
tension of the Capitol. We can withdraw the bill 

| from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

| the Union by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL refused to withdraw the 
motion. 


| 


| 


I move the 
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ruary, that Senator reported the bill which I now || tific, and educated gentleman in 


The question being taken, the motion was agreed 
to, and 

The House adjourned. 

PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
nnder the rule, and referred to the appropriate comunittees : 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of R. G. Simpson, 
Thomas H. Waram, Samuel G. Hamilton, Samuel Lat- 


; | 
ferty, Oliver 8. Comman, and 65 others, citizens of the 


eounty of Philadelphia, praying for the extension of the 
Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 

Also, a letter from George B. Sloat, of the county of 
Philadelphia, in relation to the same subject, informing that 
more than 3,700 names have been signed to petitions and 
forwarded by him and J. R. Wilson, also of Pliladelpitia 
county, in favor of the extension of the Woodworth patent 
for planing boards, &c. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: Tworemonstrances 
of inhabitants of Rensselaer county, New York, against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also; a remonstrance of sundry citizens of Troy, New 
York, against the same. 

Also, nine petitions trom numerous citizens in Schenec 
tndy, Mechanicsville, Waterford, Saratoga Springs, Fort 
Ana, Smith’s Basin, and Troy, New York, and from Cas 
tieton, Vermont, praying that Whitehall, on Lake Cham- 

jain, be made a port of entry. 

By Mr. WILDRICK : The petition of,J. E. Pierson and 
78 others of Stil Water, Sussex county, New Jersey, 
against the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The remonstrance 
of John R. Weeks and 58 others, citizens of Milflin county, 
Pennsylvania, against the extension of the Woodworth 
patent by Congress. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Henry Lyons and 35 
others, citizens of Philadelphia county, in favor of the 
Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. MASON: The memorial of J. 8. Perry and oth- 
ers, citizens of Kentucky, praying Congress to grant a pro- 
tection On tron. 

Also, the memorial of J. Buckley and others, citizens of 
Kentucky, praying Congress to grant a protection on iron. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of J. K. Rugg and 38 
others, citizens of Genesee county, Michigan, in favor of 
Cyprian Parrish, a soldier of the Revolution, for arrears of 
pension, and to have his pension increased to its original 
amount, to wit, 856 66 per year, with accompanying testi 
mony and exhibits. 

By Mr. BIBIGHAUS: The remonstranee of James Ha- 
zeiton, William Kerr, William K. Mehafiey, and 150 other 
citizens of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, against the renewal 
of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. WILCOX: The petition of William Hulbert 
and others, citizens of the State of Mississippi, praying 
that said Hulbert may be refunded the sum of $99 41, 
which he has twice paid for the west half of the nortuwest 
quarter of section fifteen and towaship sixteen, of range 
nine, cast. 

Ry Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of James 
Lyman and others, citizens of Massachusetts, praying that 
W oodworth’s patent be not extended. 

Also, the petition of Eleazer Porter and others, citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying for additional pay to assistant 
marshals employed in taking the census. 

By Mr. MILLER: The memorial signed by 70 citizens 
of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the extension of Woodworth’s patent. 

ty Mr. PRICE: The memorial of P. K. Dickinson & 
Co.. of Wilmington, North Carolina, against the extension 
of the patent of William W. Woodworth. 

}y Mr. ROBIE: The remonstrance of Ira Tracy and 200 
others, citizens of Alleghany county, New York, against 
the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

On motion by Mr. SCUDDER, under the rule, the peti 
tions of Joseph H. Davis and others, and the accompanying 
papers relating to the seamen engaged in the whale fishery 
and the efection of a marine hospital at New Bedtord, Mas- 
sachusetts, were taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, March 12, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Butrer. 
Mr. HAMLIN. 


I have risen for the purpose 
of asking the unanimous consent of the Senate, to 


do what | believe I have never before done. 


the Committee on Commerce, and somewhat per- 
sonal to myself. 1 think 1 will not occupy more 
than fifteen or twenty minutes of the time of the 
Senate; and I desire unanimous consent for that 
purpose, 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator can only ad- 
dress the Senate on a subject notnow pending, by 
unanimous consent. If there be no objection the | 
Senator from Maine can proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, in the early 
part of this session, sundry memorials were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, relating to 
an act to provide for the better security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam. The subject was 
referred by the Osenantion on Commerce to asub- | 
committee, consisting of the Senator from Massa- 


ject ° 


| much complained of. 
It is | 
to occupy a few moments in addressing it upon a | 
subject before the body, relating to the action of || 


‘ation of the committee. 


hold in my hand. 
sented to the Committee on Commerce, embraced 
the subject of steam-boilers, life-boats, pumps, and 
other apparatus connected with our steam-boats. 
On a subsequent day to that on which the origin- 
al papers were presented to the committee, my 
colleague [Mr. Brapsury] introduced a resolu- 
tion, calling the attention of the Committee on 
Commerce to another branch connected with the 
matter to which the bill originally related, to wit: 
to the subject of the distresses and calamities 
which grew out of our overburdened boats from 
New York to California, and from California to 
New York. On the presentation of that resolu- 
tion, and of other papers and memorials relating to 
the same subject, the committee immediately gave 
the subject a consideration. This bill, to which I 
have-referred, was reported on the 18th day of 
February, and contains certain provisions designed 
to remedy the evils complained of in relation to 
California steamers. After the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had reported the bill, there were two 
other papers referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, relating to the California steamers. Onthe 
first day of March, by the direction of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I submitted the following 
report: 

‘¢Mr. Hamuty, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred doeuments relating to the treatment of 
passengers jn steam-vessels going to and from California, 
and a memorial from the citizens of Brunswick, Maine, on 
the same subject, submitted a report asking to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to.”’ 

Now, if the reporters had stated what I stated 
in my place, this explanation on my part would 
not have been necessary. I stated that I made the 
report because the committee had already reported 
a bill embracing the subject-matter contained in 
these papers. But the reporters did not make the 
explanation which I gave in my place, conse- 
quently I find that the Legislature of the State 
of Maine, justly alarmed that no action was to be 
taken by Congress in relation to that question, 
have agitated the question. I find that public 
meetings in New England have been called, and 
all predicated upon a mistaken fact, to wit: That 
the Committee on Commerce have asked leave to 
be discharged from the consideration of the sub- 
It simply asked to be discharged from the 
consideration of those two papers; and the reason 
which I gave would have been sufficient, if it. had 
been stated, namely: that the subject-matter had 
already been reported upon. And besides that, 
and subsequent to this brief report which I made, 
asking to be discharged from the consideration of | 
these two papers, I-may say that I have been over- 
whelmed with letters from all parts of New Eng- 
land, from which section of country many of our 
people are going to the distant region of Catifornia: 
and I have sought this occasion to make this ex- 
planation, in order that it may be known—first, 
that the Committee on Commerce have neither 
been remiss or derelict in its duty; and, secondly, 


that in making the report, I only sought to be || 
discharged from these two papers, because the 


subject had been reported upon. 

One word further. 
inous one, J desire to state very briefly what are 
the provisions in rt which we have incorporated, 
with the desire to cure the evil which has been so 
In the first place, the bill 
provides that there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent two inspectors; one to be called Inspector of 


Steam-Boilers, and one to be called Inspector of || 


Hulis. This bill provides that this Board of In- 
spectors shall examine the character of the vessel, 
of its hull and its construction, and shall designate 
precisely the number of passengers, beyond which | 


the boat shall not be allowed to carry; and these || 
inspectors, after having made such an examina- || 


tion, are to issue a certificate, to the owners of the | 


boat, which certificate is to be printed, and to be | 


put up in some public and conspicuous place in | 


the boat, showing the number of passengers be- | 


yond which the boat shall not be allowed to carry. 
In the opinion of the committee, very much of | 
the evils complained of arise from the great num- | 
ber of passengers taken on board. 
It has been suggested that the same rule which 
applies to our sailing vessels shall apply to our 
steam-vessels. The matter received the consider- 
I have received this 


chusetts, (Mr. Davis.] On the 18th day of Feb- |; morning a letter from a very intelligent, and scien- | 


The matter, as originally pre- | 


Because the bill is a volum- |! 


Maine, who y». 





upon our consideration the importance A geg 
| the same provisions that apply to our sailine .° 
sels apply to our,steam-boais. But whe.’ 
known that the*construction of our <a ms 
varies so much from that of our sailiy 
will be seen that the superficial number of feet 
the number of square feet necessary for a rs. 
| Senger in the one case, would not be an ade pas- 
—— rule for the other case. It was believes 
an it is believed by your committee, that a 
appointment of a skHiful man to inspect i, 
| and its construction, he would better determin, 
the number than any rule which the cOMmeiitin, 
could fix, based on the number either of o:,.. 
ficial or square feet. 

It is also proposed by the committee when this 
bill shall come up for consideration, to add anothe 
section to it, with ample and sufficient penalties, 
which shall compel the owners of the bog 
have a sufficient quantity of food, and of sufficient 

| quality. Both of these provisions, when Races 
| porated into a bill, in the opinion of your comms. 
tee, will meet very nearly all the objections, ang 
| cure all the calamities which are said to be o. 
casioned. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts will 
| offer such an amendment. 3 
Then, sir, in addition to that, the bill provides 
that for a violation of the provisions to which | 
have alluded, the owners and the master of a yes. 
sel shall be liable in a penalty equal to the amouyt 
of the passage money, and ten dollars additiojial 
| for every passenger they shall take on board the 
boat beyond the number specified in the certificate. 
| The bill also provides, that all the penalties at. 
tached in such case shall attach to the boat, and 
| the boat shall be held to respond to all the dam. 
| ages which shall arise in relation to any violation 
of the provision of the bill relating to pagsep. 
| gers. ‘The bill was drawn up by the Senator from 
| Massachusetts, and 1 am bound to say that he 
| has manifested great industry and signal ability, 
And I think that when carefully examined by the 
Senate, it will be very certain to meet its approval. 
It does meet mine, and will receive my hearty 
| concurrence. If there are any additional provis- 
| ions which should be deemed necessary, in rela- 
| tion to the ventilation of these boats, or of any other 
| description, I can only say, that there is a con- 
| current sentiment existing in the Committee on 
| Commerce, to add all necessary provisions to 
| meet all the evils that may be found to exist in 
| the case. 

The bill is a very important one, and one in 
| which a deep interest is taken by the public. The 
: calamities and evils complained of are indeed start- 
| ling, and | can state, the committee are fully im- 

pressed with its importance. The Senator from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. Davis,] who has it in charge, 

will ask for its consideration at the earliest prac- 
| ticable moment. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desiresimply to add that 
| [have received numerous communications, founded 
upon the same misapplication to which allusion 
has been made, from different parts of my State. 
The explanation which my colleague has given, 
will remove, I think, all misapprehensions on the 
subject. I desire to add, that J] am very giad to 
| learn that it is in contemplation by the Committee 

on Commerce to propose an amendment to the 

bill already reported, imposing severe penalties tor 
| the neglect to provide sufficient and suitable fool 
| for passengers. I hope the bill will be taken up 
/at an early day, and receive prompt consider- 
ation, I believe that the Senate will be satisfied, 
| from a detail of the facts, that greater and more 

horrid abuses have never been inflicted on civil 
| ized men, than are continually practiced, even at 
the present day, upon large numbers of passe! 
gers in some of the steamers plying between the 
Atlantic ports and California. 


SPECIAL ORDER—PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. RHETT. I move to eg Ses the execu- 

tion of the order setting apart Fridays for the 

consideration of private bills, for half an hour. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


WILLIAM A. DUER. 
The report made by the Committee of Claims 


aM-boats 


gv essels, it 


equate 


’ 


a e 
Of super. 


i$ to 


| in the cane of William A. Duer, came up for con- 


sideration, ad was, on motion, postponed until 
| Friday next. > 
. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
ThePRESIDENT. The usual course has been 
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j t instance. 

up reports in the firs 
” — Senate determined not to act upon the 
day but to proceed to the consideration of the 





ports ; ae 
re on the Private Calendar. The Chair will be 
oe der the direction of the Senate as respects that 
ynee 

matter. 


, the exclusion of the reports made on private | 
u » 


= committees, the Chair will take that 


bills by 


or. BA DGER. I hope we will proceed, as we 
did last Friday, with the Calendar. 


ich we pass have to go to the House of Repre- | 
whi 


| 
| j 
| 
| 


tatives. 
a time, and there is an end of them. 
“Mr. BAYARD. 
adverse reports will never be agreed to. a 
“pailt is not uncommon, if they are passed over in | 
that way. It will take but a short time, proba- | 
bly not half an hour, to go through the whole of 


them 


eed according to the rules of the Senate. 
” Mr. BADGER. I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the private bills on the || 
Calendar. 1 
The motion was agreed to. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett, || 
the bill for the relief of Ira Day of Vermont, and || 
the bill for the relief of John W . Simonton, coming 
yp for consideration, were postponed until next || 
Friday. 

ELIJAH J. WEED. | 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of i 

| 


the Whole, to the consideration of the bill for the | 
relief of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, late 
quartermaster of Marines, deceased, which was }| 
read asecond time. It was reported from the Com- || 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and provides that the || 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department be 
authorized to reéxamine and settle the accounts of || 
Major Elijah J. Weed, late quartermaster of Mar- | 
ines, deceased, in conformity with the law and || 
with usages of the Navy Department; provided, | 
that the allowance made shall not exceed the bal- || 
ance now claimed by the Government from his | 
sureties. 
At the request of Mr. Bortanp, the report in the | 
case was read; from which it appears that the sub- 
ject was referred to the committee on the petition of | 
John S. Devlin, administrator of the late Quarter- | 
master Weed. Major Weed died in March, 1838, | 
indebted to the Government, and the petitioner, as | 
his administrator, seeks, as an offset to the bal- |! 
ance of the claim, with the view to relieve his sure- } 
ties, an allowance of one per cent. upon certain | 
disbursements made by him between 1835 and the 
date of his death. He asks a reéxamination of | 
theaccounts of the deceased officer for the purpose 
of having certain items, which were rejected on a | 
former settling, now passed to his credit. In | 
support of his claim for a percentage upon the | 
disbursements, the memorialist alleges, that for |, 
some years naval officers disbursed appropriations | 
forthe marine corps and received a percentage | 
therefor; that that was abandoned and the duty | 
thrown upon the quartermasters; that they were | 
allowed one per cent. upon the moneys disbursed; | 
that that percentage was allowed Major Weed | 
from 1832 to 1835, when it was refused under a |. 
proviso of the act of 1835, in relation to the Dela- | 
ware breakwater, which proviso had been pro- | 
nounced by the Attorney General to be perma- | 
nent, under which opinion the Secretary of War | 
abolished extra compensations, not authorized by | 
law, to the officers of the Army; that this proviso | 
was afterwards declared by the Supreme Court to | 
be applicable only to appropriations made during | 
the Congress at which the act was passed, but that 
they also decided that the order issued under an | 
erroneous conception of the law was valid. He | 
argues that the usages of the War Department do |, 
hot regulate those of the Navy Department, which | 
alone has the control of the marine corps. But || 
the petitioner is mistaken in his allegation that the | 
accounting officers of the Treasury withheld the 
sete, on the order of the head of the War | 
epartment. The facts in connection with the | 
disallowance of this commission are stated by the 
ourth Auditor of the Treasury. The marine ! 
corps, being but a small body, was not allowed a |) 


| 
| 
| 
} 
} 


| 





The bills | marine corps. 
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Last Fri- || to perform certain duties which would have be- 
longed to such officers had they existed. 
also charged with the superintendence of the ma- 
rine armory, for which 
num; and for his services in regard to the subsist- || ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
If they prefer that the bills shall be taken || ence he was allowed $30 a month, and on his | 
‘ purchases of marine clothing a commission of one 
per cent. 
granted until the year 1826 or 1827. 
| of June, 1834, an act was passed reorganizing the | 
The account of Quartermaster | 
Weed, of the fourth quarter of 1834, for extra | 
The adverse reports can be agreed to || compensation as commissary of subsistence, for | 
pay as superintendent of the armory, and for the | 
The effect may be that the || commission of one per cent., were referred to the 
Such a || Secretary of the Navy, who refused to allow them, | 
because he considered them as inadmissible under 
the act of June 30, 1834. 
under the order of the War Department that the : ; 
| allowance was refused by the accounting officers || Pe™sion to commence on the 23d day of Decem- 


He was 


ne received $150 per an- 


This commission, however, was not 


It was not, therefore, 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to pro- || of the Treasury. The committee are clearly of || 
|| the opinion that the accounting officers were bound | 
to conform to the order of the head of the De- 


partment, and they, therefore, properly rejected 
the claim for percentage. The committee further 


|| express the opinion, tnat it would not be expedi- 
|| ent at this time, after the lapse of eighteen years, 
to recommend to Congress to review the decision | 
| of the head of the Navy Department, made in the | 
undoubted exercise of a discretionary power be- | 
They are of the opinion that the | 


longing to him. 
claim for commissions from 1834 to the death of 
Major Weed should not be allowed. With regard 
to some other items that were rejected by the 
accounting officers, and which the petitioner asks 


may be settled upon just and equitable principles, | 


the committee know no principles but those pre- 
scribed by law and the regulations of the Depart- 
ment upon which they can recommend their set- 
uement. In this case, they believe that law is 
equity. They are unwilling to commit the ac- 
counts to the arbitrary and uncontrolled notions 
of equity and justice which the accounting officers 
of the Treasury may entertain; but believing that 
the estate of the deceased wear be entitled to an 


allowance on some items which have been reject- | 


ed, they report a bill for the relief thé petitioner 
and recommend its passage. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I have listened to the read- 


ing of the report, and concur in everything which 


I find stated in it. 


opening these accounts for their adjustment. I 


propose, as an amendment, for the purpose of | 
making the bill specific, that it may carry out the 
purpose indicated in the report of the committee, 


to add to the end of the bill the words, *‘ nor shal! 


any allowance be made for commissions on dis- 


bursements.”’ 

Mr. FISH. 
any objection to that amendment; but it strikes 
meas wholly unnecessary. ‘The provision which 


the committee have introduced, wherein it varies | 
from bills previously reported on this subject, has 
been by striking out the authority given. by these 
bills to accounting officers to settle upon principles | 


of equity. 


On the 30th | 


It declares that no allowance | 
ought to be made for commissions on disburse- | 
ments; but that equity may be promoted by | 


I am not aware that there can be 
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form which will exclude a just and proper allow- 
ance. 

The amendment was not agreed to. The bill 
was then reported to the Senate without amend- 


reading. 
NANCY WRIGHT. 
The bill for the relief of Nancy Wright was 
read a second time. 
It provides that the, Secretary of the Interior 


shall place upon the pension list the name of Nan 
ey Wright, widow of James Wright, late engi- 


neer on board the United States steamer McLean, 
who died from disease contracted in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States, and pay her the same 
pension that she would have been entitled to re- 
ceive had her late husband been commissioned as 
an engineer in the United States naval service; the 


yer, 1850; and continue during her life. 
on 7 . . 
The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and there being no amendment offered, it 
|| was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
grossed for a third reading. 


eCli- 


| 


ROBERT JEMISON AND BENJ. WILLIAMSON. 
The bill for the relief of Robert Jemison and 
Benjamin Williamson was read a second time, 
|| and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Postmaster General 
to pay Robert Jemison and Benjamin Williamson 
the same amount of remuneration for carrying the 

| United States mail during twenty-six weeks, in 

|| the year 1836, on route No. 2,696, from Selma to 
Elyton, Alabama, as the original contractors for 
said route would have been entitled to receive under 
the terms of their contract. 

Mr. RUSK. This bill has passed the Senate 
; two or three times, and it will save the time of the 
Senate, perhaps, if the reading of the report is 
omitted, as I can state briefly the substance of it. 
These parties were contractors for carrying the 
mail on a particular route. When the Creek war 
broke out, they were subjected to increased ex- 
pense and service in carrying the mail; and they 
|| now apply to Congress to remunerate them for 
|| this extra service, as well as for service in carry- 

ing the mail on a short route, which they did in 

consequence of the failure on the part of the con- 
|| tractors to comply with their contract. Congress 
passed a law authorizing the payment of the claim 
for extra service, but the Postmaster General felt 
obliged, by the terms of the law, to restrict the 
payment to the extra services which were per- 
formed on their own route, in consequence of the 
| Creek disturbances. Under that decision, they 
| received nothing for the service on the other route. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be 
third reading. 


if 
| 


| 


engrossed fora 


NATHANIEL KUYKENDALL. 


A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall 
was read a second time, and considered by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill provides that the Postmaster General 
be authorized and directed to pay, from the reve- 


i 


In this bill the committee direct that || nues of the Post Office Department, to Nathaniel 
the amount shall be settled in conformity with the | 
law and regulations of the Navy Department. | 
These usages and these regulations are set forth 
at length in the report which has been read, and 


Kuykendall, the sum of $5,701 50, in full satis- 
faction of all claims on his part for extra services 
|| and expenses in carrying the mail on route No. 
|| 1932, from Romney to Clarksburg, in Virginia, 


upon which the claim for commission has already | for four years and a half, cormmencing in the year 


been rejected. 
Mr. BRADBURY. 


passage. 


Mr. BORLAND. 


It will not prejudice the 
bill in the least, and probably may facilitate its | 


T shall vote against the 
amendment, because it is wholly unnecessary. 
I think the bill provides all that is necessary. 


1839, he having conveyed the mail in four-horse 

post-coaches and three trips a week, and having 

received pay only for carrying the mail in two- 

horse stages two trips a week; that sum being to 
compensate him for this additional service. 

Mr. RUSK. I can, perhaps, state the circum- 

|| stances of this case in fewer words than are con- 


Under the regulations of the Department, this very || tained in the report. 


claim that this amendment 


ment are recounted in the report. 


amendment rejects. 
Mr. BADGER. 
not to be adopted. 
ment in one aspect; and ae 
another. The object of the 


roposes to execute, | 
has been rejected. The regulations of the Depart- || it. 
They are re- | 
quired to settle according to law and under the | 
regulations of the Department, which it has been 

shown do exclude precisely such allowance as this | 


I think the amendment . ught 
It is an unnecessary amend- 


Mr. BADGER. 

It is all right. 
Mr. RUSK. I know that it is all right; the 
man has done the service, and I think he ought to 
be paid for it. However, as there may be objec- 
tions, it may be as well to state that in this case 
| there were three routes making a continuousline of 
| stages. The bids were received to carry the mail 

in two-horse coaches and in four-hourse coaches. 


There will be no objection to 


be mischievous in || This party,I believe, bid for both, but he got only 
ill is to have the ac- 
commissary on subsistence or purchases, but the || counts settled in equity and justice. Now, there i 
Secretary of the Navy required the quartermaster || may be some technical rule or regulation in the '' four-horse coaches for the other portions of the 


the central route; and his bid was accepted for 
two-horse coaches. Other bids were made for 
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route, and were accepted. Part of his contract | 
was that he should carry all ceaectees which | 
came by way of either of the end routes; and from | 
the number of passengers, and the weight of the | 
mails, it was sometimes found that he could carry 
neither with atwo-horse coach. Under these cir- 
cumstances he used four-horse coaches and carried | 
the mail during the whole length of time. Now, 
the others were entitled to and received pay for 
the higher grade of service, and he performed the | 
same service, and ought w be paid at the same 
rate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret to say that I cannot 
assent to the passage of this bill. It seems to me 
objectionable in principle. The ground on which 
I oppose the bill is this: the party contracted with | 
the Post Office Department, or the managers of the | 
mail service. After making that contract, and 
under the circumstances stated by the Senatorfrom | 
Texas, he made an application for an alteration of | 
the contract, which the Department declined; and | 
in defiance of that determimation on the part of the | 
Department, he chose to go on and carry passen- | 
gers just as if he had made his contract for four- 
horse coaches. Now, I cannot consent to the prin- 
ciple which would thus be established—that where | 
a contract is made with the Postmaster General, | 
(who is the proper party to make such contracts, ) | 
and. an application is made to change that contract, | 
which he refuses to do, the party, on the applica- 
tion of citizens and others, goes on to perform his | 
contract ina manner different from that implied by 
itsterms. I say that, although such a violation of 
contract may in some instances be beneficial to the 
citizens of the neighborhood, the contractor, after 
the extentof his contract has been fully determined, 
should not come in and claim that compensation to 
which he would only be entitled if the Postmaster 
General had made an alteration. I think theprin- | 
ciple involved here is an unsound one, and there- 
fore I must vote against this bill. 

Mr PRATT. We have in this part of the 
Chamber the misfortune of not being able to hear 
the remarks of the Senator from Delaware, and 
very possibly he has stated objections to the pas- 
sage of this bill which have occurred to my mind; 
but in consequence of his location, we have not 
heard his observations. 





As I understand the explanation of my friend 
from Texas in reference to this bill, the case is 
this: Proposals were issued by the Post Office 
Department for carrying the mail on three routes 


which were continuous. Different proposals were 
made — the different routes, and the Postmaster 
General granted the applications for the two routes 
at the termini for carrying the mail in four-horse 
post coaches; and each contractor was to carry | 
all the passengers. A portion between the two 
extremes was left to a contractor who contracted 
to carry the mail and passengers in two-horse | 
coaches. The party found it impracticable to 
carry out his contract with two-horse coaches, 
and was consequently obliged to put upon this 
intermediate route four-horse coaches, and the re- 
sult is, that he now makes his application outside 
of his contract, to be paid for doing no service | 
except that which he contracted to do at a stipula- 
ted price. If I understand my friend from Texas, 
it does appear to me that these pogeer are not en- 
titled to the compensation which they ask. | 
Mr. RUSK. Perhaps it may be as well to read 
the report of the committee, since objections have 
been made to the passage of the bill. It has al- 
ready passed the Senate two or three times, and 
been very fully discussed here on one or two 
occasions. But I will read the report of the 
committee, that the Senate may see what it is: 
“lhe petihoner was & contractor in 1839 for carrying the 
mail on route No. 1,932, in Virginia, from Romney to Clarks- 
burg, and carried the mail for four years and a half at arate 
of compensation of $2,000 per annum, being the price stipu- 
lated to be paid for conveying the mail in two-horse stages, | 
two trips a week and back. But he actually carried the | 
mail in four. horse post coaches three trips a week and back, 
and in one day and a half, instead of two and a half days, 
which was the schedule under his contract. For the em- 
ployment of four-horse coaches, instead of two-horse stages, | 
and for one additional trip weekly, and the increased speed, 
he claims an additional compensation, which he estimates 
at about $8,000 for the whole term of his contract. The 
facts that the petitioner carried the mail in four-horse post 
coaches, and that he made three trips a week, and with in- 
creased speed, are satisfactorily proved. It also appears 
that the additional horses and the additional trip increased | 


the tolls on the route about fifty percent., being nearly $500 
per annum. 


‘This additional service was not expressly authorized 
by the Department, but the circumstances which induced | 
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him to perform it are such as he claims authorized a belief 
that he should be paid for it, or afford a reasonable ground 
of equity entitling him to compensation. These circum- 
stances are as follow: At the lettings in 1839, the mail 
from Winchester to Parkersburg, on the Ohio river, con- 
sisting of three routes, was advertised for bids in two-horse 
stages and in four-hprse coaches ; and when the bids were 
considered, the Department accepted the proposals for four- 
horse service on the eastern and western divisions of the 
route; but on the middle division, fer which the petitioner 
was the bidder, it accepted the proposals for two horse ser- 
vice; but at the same time expressly reserved the right to 
change it to four-horse service, and represented to the con- 
tractor that it would be so changed as soon as the revenues 
of the Department would admit of it. It was a part of the 
contract that the contractor was to convey with the mail 
the passengers who came in the stage conveying the mail, 
at the points of connection—that is, Romney and Clarks- 
burg. The contract having been accepted for the lower 
grade of service in the middle division of the route only, 
the petitioner found that it would be difficult, if not impos- 
sible, for him to perform the same service, both in the con- 
veyance of the mail and passengers, with two horses which 
the contractors on the east and west ends of the route would 
perform with four horses. Some of the postmasters and 
citizens on the route, perceiving his dithculty, interested 
themselves in the matter, and endeavored to relieve him 
from the embarrassments of his contract. At the request 
of the citizens of Marietta, the postmaster of that place 
went with the petitioner to Washington to see the Post- 
master General on the subject, before the time for com 
mencing the service, to induce him to order four-horse ser- 
vice, in conformity with the other divisions of the route. 
The Postmaster General declined then to order the higher 
grade of service, but gave encouragement that it might be 
ordered soon. 

** Under these circumstances, and with the advice of the 
citizens on the route, the petitioner was induced to stock 
the route for four-horse coach service, and to commence 
carrying the mail in that way, expecting soon to receive 
authority for this change in his service. He continued to 
transport the mail in four-horse coaches, and to make three 
instead of two trips a week during the whole term of his 
contract, which was known to the Department; but it did 
not order the higher grade of service, nor notify the con- 
tractor that he must not expect to be paid for the additional 
service he was rendering. Since the expiration of the pe- 
titioner’s contract, the whole of this route has been let for 
four-horse coach service, whilst the mails are not increased 
beyond what they were during the preceding contract. 

“The question in the case seems to be, whether the cir- 
cumstances under which this additional service was per- 
formed were such as to afford a reasonable ground of equity 
for compensating the petitioner for the same. And the 
committee are of opinion that they do afford such equitable 
ground, and they therefore report a bill for his relief. But 
they do not adopt, as tke rate of compensation, the actual 
charges claimed by the petitioner, but the difference be- 
tween the sum he received and the sum since paid for the 
higher grade of service, with an additional trip weekly, on 
the same route. ‘This is $1,267 per annum, making for the 
four years and a half the sum of $5,701 50, which they think 
ought to be paid to the petitioner, and they report a bill ac- 


cordingly.”’ 

Now, sir, if that report does not show a clear 
case of equity, it is difficult for me to conceive 
what would do it. I do not design to go into cer- 
tain circumstances which are in the testimony with 
regard to the management of the mails about the 
time this contract was made. Here is a contract 
made on the two ends of the continuous line, for 
carrying the same mail and the same passengers; 
and the intermediate route was accepted at a lower 
grade of service, and the extreme ones at a higher 
grade. 

Mr. BADGER. Will my friend from Texas 
permit me to ask whether this bill was reported 
unanimously by the committee? 

Mr. RUSK. It was; and it has passed the 
Senate two or three times. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is said that the Postmaster 
General reserved the right to change the contract, 
but he did not so change it, representing however 
that it would be so changed. New, I would ask the 
Senator from Texas whether the evidence of that 
representation arises from the ex parte affidavit of 
the individual who contracted or from any written 
acknowledgment of the proper officer of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. RUSK. It came from the gentleman who 
comes here laboring under these difficulties. The 
other parties at each end of the road had four- 
horse coaches, and the Postmaster General told 
him that he*would so arrange the line that he 
should have no more trouble among the pas- 
sengers. 

Mr. BAYARD. This was at the time the con- 
tract was made? 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; afterwards. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understood that the statement 
was made at the time this contract was made. The 
report says: 


* At the lettings in 1839, the mail from Winchester to 
Parkersburg, on the Ohio river, consisting of three routes, 
was advertised for bids in two-horse stages and in four- 
horse coaches; and when the bids were considered, the 
Department accepted the proposal for four-horse service on 
the eastern and western divisions of the route; but on the 
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middle division, for which the petitioner w 
accepted the proposals for two-horse service - ' 

same time expressly reserved the right to change ..... the 
horse service, and represented to the oouletnen © fouy 
‘would be so changed as soon as the revenyes a thar 
partment would admit of it. It was a part of the the De. 
that the contractor was to convey with the mail th COntract 
gers who caine in the stage conveying the may)" 
points of connection—that is, Romney and Cla. at the 
The contract having been accepted for the low cares buy. 
service in the middle division of the route only Ente of 
tioner found that it would be difficult, if not ancan pew. 
him to perform the same service, both in the conye "le, for 
the mail and passengers with two horses, which sunt of 
tractors on the east and west ends of the me cog. 
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form with fourhorses. Some of the postimasters oon per. 

on the route, perceiving his difficulty, interesteq theme 
S¢lveg 


in the matter, and endeavored to relieve hin ¢ 


ye from the ey 
barrassments of hiscontract. At the request of the = em 
iZeng 


of Marietta, the postmaster of that place went Wit) 
petitioner to Ww ashington to see the Postmaster Gea Nee 
the subject, before the time for commencing the sevien = 
induce him to order four-horse service, in conformity 
the other divisions of the route. The Postimaste 
declined then to order the higher grade of service 
encouragement that it might be ordered soon.” 

Now, I presume that there is no Written ey; 
dence of any such encouragement held oy I 
would ask if there is any letter from the Denar 
ment giving that encouragement to the petitioner, 
If not, [ would be unwilling that any verbal do. 
laration being made - a witness should op i. 
show that the contract should be different. } thin) 
the principle is a dangerous one, and I am ther. 
fore opposed to it. 

Nor, sir, can J assent to the doctrines advanced 
by the distinguished Senator from North Carojj. 
na—that because a bill has been reported by q 
committee we should pass it quiescently and wi). 
out investigation. herever I can see a principle 
in a bill which is wrong, I shall go into an inyes. 
gation of the matter, and shall at all times fee! i; 
my duty to oppose such a measure. 

Mr. BADGER. I did not intend to lay dow, 
any principle on this subject at all. I’ merely 
meant to state a rule by which I should reeulate 
my ownconduct. Every other gentleman will res. 
ulate Sree eek his own notions; but when a case 
of a private bill comes up which has been reported 
unanimously by the committee in favor of grant. 
ing relief to the claimant, and particularly when, 
in addition to that fact, on two former occasions, 
the Senate have passed bills in conformity with 
that report, I, for one, will not undertake to enter 
into any reinvestigation of the matter. 

My friend from Delaware may have (and no 
doubt justly) a higher confidence in his capacity 
to enter into an examination of the decisions of a 
committee or of the Senate than I can have, and 
having that confidence, it is all right and proper 
that he should investigate the matter; but |, not 
See ves confidence that I can better investigate 
the subject than the committee or the Senate, and 
this being a private claim, I certainly cannot put 
my vote against a bill which comes here thus rec- 
ommended to me. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from North Car- 
olina is the best judge of his own course of action 
regarding matters coming before this body, and | 
must be the judge of what is best in my own case. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. That is right. 

Mr. BAYARD. Though he may suppose itis 
somewhat presumptuous in me to question ante- 
rior decisions of the Senate, because a bill has 
formerly been passed, I must say that, in my 
judgment, if the views of the Senator were car- 
ried out, the corruptions that would exist in this 
Government would be limitless. 

Mr. BADGER. Very likely they might. We 
have heard a great deal about these corruptions 10 

ast times, but take it altogether, I think things 

ave gone on pretty well, and these bills have been 
comfortably got along with. 

Mr. MASON. This is a claim brought bys 
man whom I have known for many years, anda 
more respectable, worthy, and honest man cannot 
be found. He contracted for several yeurs to carry 
the mail, and his failure to receive the compens- 
tion due to him for the service has now broken him 
down, and he isa bankrupt. I do not mean to a¢- 
duce this as ddding to the merit of the case, but I do. 
not doubt the fact will commend itself to the kind- 
ly feelings of Senators general:y, and especially of 
my friend from Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp.] | 

Now, as one of a committee who investiga 
this claim some years ago, and because of the per- 
sonal interest I took in this gentleman, I examined 
the subject with great care, and I am prepared ‘0 
say this to the Senate, that this service was U0 
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taken by Mr. Kuykendall of carrying the mail | founded or not, I will not pretend to say. I men- | Representatives, we have no right to disburse the 
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WES OF the > compliance with his original contract, on the ex- general public sentiment at that ‘ume, and a con- | feelings. We must act upon our judgment in re- 
ae COntract vetation, if not a direct promise derived from | trolling one, owing to the discretion exercised by | lation to claims against the Government. The 
ve mais a ° the Postmaster General, that when the improved || the Department to change the whole character of a | danger which | think grows out of legislation on 
nnd Clatkshse® condition of the revenues: of the Post Office De- || contract and make an increased allowance. || cases of this kind, arises out of this: our laws 
dower grage® artment would admit of it, he would ratify what || Although this is not precisely of the same char- | require that the contracts shall be made in writing 
ped i. he had undertaken to do, and pay him accordingly. | acter, it involves the same principle. It puts up to || by the Postmaster General, (previous notice hav- 
convene ar The service was undertaken because the necessi- | the lowest bidder contracts for doing certain pub- || ing been given,) and with the lowest bidder. When 
which the of ties of that line required it, and because of the just | lic service. All competition is excluded, if you | the contract is made, and after the service has been 
mle Would per. expectation derived from his intercourse with the admit that the Postmaster General can have a pri- || performed, after a lapse of eleven years, are we to 
ted ti citizeng Postmaster General, that when the revenues would |, Wate understanding with any contractor; for he suffer a party to come forward and, on ex parte 
* from the" allow it, he would be paid. Here is the letter, || can change the contract to suit his convenience. I || testimony, to interpolate practically into that 
t OF the citizen, which I think will answer the Senator from Del- |, do not doubt that Mr. Kuykendall is a very cor- || contract a private understanding with the Post 

obey With the aware. It is from the Postmaster General, and is || Fect sort of a man; but. that does not change the || master General, and say that the Government is 
‘the sre on addressed to the Hon. George Ww. Hopkins, then | principle in this case at all. a . bound to pay it? This individual did nothing 
onfornity en chairman of the Committee on the PostOffceand || Sir, if this can be allowed, we shall have changes || more than by the terms of the contract he was 
MAStET Genera! Post Roads in the House of Representatives. He | in the mail contracts every day of the year. We || bound to do, as regards the United States. The 
rvice, but pave recognize the discretion of the Postmaster Gene- | terms of the contract bound him to carry the mails 


says: 


«But such was the difference: on the route in question, |} ral, and the contractors wil act upon that, of 


of the United States, and the passengers on the 


i 
ae ot that the (wo-horse stage service was accepted, with a reser- || COUrSE, If this principle be once recognized in | route, in two-horse post coaches. If he pleased 
eld out, | yation that the higher service might be ordered if the De- these claims for extra allowance, | do not see how || to extend the power for the performance of the 
the Denar. artment should think proper. The expenditures of the || we are to reject these claims in future cases, which || duty, he had a right to do so; but he was bound 
e Petitioner Department were at that time cone coda? mo nt may come before us on precisely the same ground, || to perform the duty, and he would have lost his 
y verbal dee. — —— oo Se learned hwo ca cial “— eee || Sir, there has scarcely been a month which I have || contract, and been liable to forfeiture for a viola- 
dee. ance of the stage service, with the intention freely expressed | r, i y ' b , ty Sve , 
should ep tp, to Mr. Kuykendall to order the higher service whenever || sat here without having had applications from cit- || tion of it, if he had not gone on and performed the 
ent. I think the means of the Deparment ores a caches, || Zens of my State, asking for an increase in the || service. The danger is, that you ask now a vio- 
I am there. ‘od mp ge gee ta teticipusion’ of canta etrtieed mail service. They set forth that the interests of | lation of our own law, (and there is no use in the 
he continued that kind of service, and ran three times a | the country require it. And what am I toid when i} law if cases of this kind can be brought Mp, and 
€8 advanced week When he was bound to run but twice. i. | | make this request? I am told that the means of |} made exceptions to it afier this lapse of time,) 
orth Caroli. “The ee een pater fir it || the country will not allow it. We are told that || which guards against the exercise of diseretion on 
Ported by a es eae Mr. Kuykendall had a hard time of ft.”? || pares must carry out their contracts; that the |! the part of the Postmaster General, when it is not 
y and with. . ._ || Department has no discretion, and that the citi- | evidenced in the written contract of the party 
© a principle Now, I submit to the Senator who reported this | zens must submit to the inconvenience. The rule || You require that the Postmaster General shall cive 
O AN investi. bill from the Committee on the Post Office and || of the Department, I think, is a correct one, al- || a contract to the lowest bidder; and you seek now, 
times feel it Post Roads, whether this is not a case which ad- |) though | know that my constituents have suffered || in defiance of the contract, to interpolate a private 
dresses itself to the equity of the National Legisla- | in consequence. Where increased service is asked || understanding, or a private expectation held out to 
0 lay down ture. This man has expended his money in || upon any route, the regulation of the Department || him. I consider this is a dangerous principle, and 
I merely the public service, and with a just expectation || is this: that the postmasters at the a of the || one that ought not to be tolerated, however hard 
ld regulate that the service he was performing would be rec- | -outes are required to weigh the mail matter; and || it may be on the party. Under the particular cir- 
AN will reo. ognized by the Department | for which it was | if it exceeds a certain weight, the weight calcu- || cumstances stated by the Senator from Virginia, 
vhen & case done, the fact being substantiated by this letter. | lated upon at the time the contract was made, then || [ cannot recognize the principle of equity of the 
en reported And I submit, also, in addition to what has been | the increased service is allowed and paid for. I || case, unless you establish to my satisfaction that 
Ir Of grant. said with more force by the Senator from North || think that that is a proper regulation; and I pre- | chate. wae & fraudeldds dalltiten Gabe@enn seins 
arly when, Carolina, that with respect to this bill, so far as | sume it was the regulation at the time that Kuy- || party and the officer, for the purpose of ruining 
"occasions, the facts are concerned, we may safely rely upon || kendall entered into his contract. Allother portions || this individual or taking advantage of him. No 
rmity with the recommendation of the committee. || of the country, and all other contractors being re- || such intimation is made—no such evidence exists; 
ike to enter Mr. BORLAND. I agree with the honorable quired to conform to that regulation, I do not think and therefore I cannat see any equity in the claim. 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] and thehon- |; it proper to make an exception in this case; be- || The bill was reported to the Senate without 
e (and no orable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bap- | cause, if you do, you will have the Senate filled || amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
IS capacity cer} with regard to the confidence that should be) with applications from allpgets of the Union— || a third time. 
have, a a ba Selita relsedl Tae diteahattilones it - them equally meritorious with this case, | WILLIAM A. CHRISTIAN. 

» an 3e 5 sing ; £ nee || however meritorious it may be. The bill for the relief of William A. Christi 
and proper in the opinions of a committee. But the question || Mr. RUSK. {have never known, during my ||. *"* ; wed 7 oe ie tai oe hed 
. but 1, not raised by the honorable Senator from Delaware | short term of service here,as well an established — aad ne re —_ —_ - ake Shake I 
Investigate (Mr. Bayarp] did not relate at all to the-facts in || case as this fail to receive the favorable considera || COMSWer It as In Committee of the NW hole, It 


the case, or the opinions which may be expressed, | tion of this Senate—to pay whatis justly and equit- | . : ser Will; A Cl “wt 

but to the principle upon which the allowance is || ably due to an individual. I admit that we should | aa ° poy (ipppabeny £ a aaa ven 

e thus rec- proposed to be given. This letter, as | under- | proceed with very great caution inthe establishment ee ae of his “ Sees sum « _ 43 78 

wer stand, was written in 1844, years after the trans- || of a principle to govern a future Congress, or any- | yeing the amount disallowed him in a former set- 
orth Car- 


: ; 2 ; ~ oe || tement of his accounts, for payments to warrant 
action to which it relates had taken place, and || thing of that sort. But these applications are not | , Pra aoe ive ‘ An 


‘enate, and 
cannot put 


directs the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 


e of action when the Postmaster General had gone out of the || determined by law; because, if a law existed to | eh en oaernes renceton. 

ody, and [ Post Office Department. It is, then, the letter of a | determine them, they would not be before us. |) 7" di aca hi di. 0 oy ems He 

Own case. private individual in relation to a certain transac- || They come before us, and are applications to our | report, an B wae make: wre a 5 r 

s right : . ey . “sean ah dag” ; rhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
ae tion which had occurred long before, and was || discretion and sense of justice in the matter. ‘he id death 0s tae teedieatindl eid taal 

ppose it is obtained with the intention of having it used to || Now, sir, the question arises here, will the Uni- | AE ER YO and ordered to be engrossed and rea 

stton ante- sustain this claim, and is a mere statement of the | ted States receive service which was necessary to || a tare Ume. 

a bill hos transaction as nearly as he could recollect it. | itself, which was reasonable, and which the Post- | G. THOMAS HOWARD. 

= im my It seems to me, in looking at this matter in res- || master General himself encouraged to be made, The bill for the relief of G. Thomas Howard 

yere car- 


pect to Mr. Kuykendall, that it suggests, I will |) with the view that we should pay for it, and then was read a second time, and the Senate proceeded 
not say the corruption, but I will say the impro- | avail itself of a technicality to escape the payment || to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. [t 
‘ priety of the recognition of such a transaction by || of it—or will it pay whatevery man willseeat once || authorizes and directs the proper accounting offi- 
otal Congress. An advertisement is put in the public || ought to be paid? What would have been the |! cers of the Treasury to audit and settle the claim 
newspapers, and individuals are induced to come | consequence, if this individual had not put on the || of G. Thomas Howard, for compensation and 
forward and take contracts on the lowest terms. | four-horse coaches, and run his stages three times | traveling expenses as bearer of dispatches from 
An individual comes forward with others, and ||a week? Why the mails of the United States |, Texas to Washington city in the year 1845, and 
makes a bid much lower than any one can afford |, would have been delayed; and every man who | to allow him compensation, at the rate of §6 per 
to do the service, and of course he excludes all | used those mails would have been delayed, and || day, for a period not exceeding twenty-five days, 
competition, and gets the contract. After he has || thrown over in his correspondence. Every pas- | and traveling expenses at the rate of 10 cents per 
done it, if we admit the power of the Department | senger going there would have had to do it at an 
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: || mile, from Austin, Texas,to Washington city, 
s to carry to make him an extra allowance for extra service, || increased expense, and be detained from his busi- || computing the distance according to the most usu- 
eee we put it in the power of the Department to do as || ness in consequence of this interruption. This || ally traveled route. 
oken him was done in years past, when extra allowance was || man then, by his increased service bas benefited | Mr. BAYARD. Is there any report in the case? 
an to ad- = to the postmasters throughout the country. || the Government, and benefited the public. He || If there is, I should like to hear it read. 
» but Ido. e know what a complaint there was of the cor- || was encouraged to perform this service by the || The PRESIDENT. It was reported by the 
the kind- ruption which crept into the administration of the || Postmaster General. He broke himself in doing || Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Norars,] but 
ecially of Post Office Department many years since, when || so; and he now asks Congress whether they will | there is no written report. 
Bacon) extra allowances were made to contraciors, to | pay him, or try to exonerate themselves fromthe || Mr. PRATT. As the Senator who reported 
estigat double the amount originally contracted, so that || payment. I hope the bill will be passed. || the bill is notin his place, I would suggest the pro- 
aoe, fortunes were made. *Suspicions attached to the || Mr. BAYARD. I confess 1 cannot perceive || priety of laying it over. 
—. administration of the Post Office Department, and, || the equity of this ease, according to my ideas of || ThePRESIDENT. Thereis a letter from the 
pared to consequently, certain officers were obliged toleave || equity. Grounds of compassion are too loose as || Secretary of State on the subject. 
—_ their offices. Whether these suspicions were well ! ideas of equity, in my judgment. Acting here as ii Mr. BADGER. I would like to hear it read. 
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The letter was read accordingly. It states that 
there is no precedent on the fies of the Depart- 
ment to determine the reasonableness of Mr. 
Howard ’sclaim; and that the compensation usually 
allowed to bearers of dispatehes to and from coun- 
tries, is $6 dollars per day, and a!] other necessary 
traveling expenses. 

Mr. BAYARD. Unless there is some report 
in relation to the circumstances of this»case, 1 
would prefer that it should lie over. The com- 
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| man, over the age of twenty-one years, who, i} specifically applies to the Maison 






~ 


prior to January 27th, 1851, was an actual set- 
Uer on the public land known ag the Maison 
Rouge Grant, in the State of Louisiana, and re- 
sided thereon on that day, or the heirs and legal 
representatives of such person, shall be entitled to 


enter land at the proper land office, in legal sub- 


| divisions, not exceeding one hundred and sixty 


pensation of a bearer of dispatches, I believe, is a || 


matter of useless patronage. I do not think it is 
always paid. I havecertainly known eases where 
the office of bearer of dispatches was a mere nom- 
inal one; and surely it is an almost entirely useless 
one. I move to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill until Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAMS, STAPLES, & WILLIAMS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Williams, Staples, 
& Williams. It authorizes and directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to Wil- 
liams, Staples, & Williams, of the city of Nor- 
folk, in the State of Virginia, asum not exceed- 
jag $1,156 50, being the amount of duties paid by 
them on one handred and twenty-one hogsheads 
of sugars which were destroyed by fire while in 
the public store, at thecity of Norfolk,on the 14th 
of June, 1848; which sugars were imported by 
them into the port of Norfolk on or about the 6th 
of June, 1848. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, and 
was read a third time and passed. 

JAMES FERGUSON. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of James Ferguson, 
surviving partner of the firm of Ferguson & Mil- 
hado. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to James Ferguson, surviv- 
ing partner of the late firm of Ferguson & Mitha- 
do, of the city of Norfolk, Virginia, a sum not 
exceeding $735 60, being the amount alleged to 
have been paid by them in discharge of their bond 
given to the United States, dated May 22, 1848, 
for duties on one hundred and forty-two hogs- 
heads of molasses which were destroyed by fire 
in the public store on the 14th day of June, 1848. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to be read a third time, and, being | 


read the third time, was passed. 
WILLIAM WOODBRIDGE—HENRY CHIPMAN. 


The bill to provide compensation to William 
Woodbridge and Henry Chipman, for adjusting 
titles to lands in Michigan, and for other purposes, 
was read a second time, and the Senate proceeded 
to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to William Woodbridge and Henry 
Chipman, late judges of the United States for the 
Territory of Michigan, at the rate of $500 each 
per annum, for services in ascertaining, adjusting, 
and settling claims to land, and performing other 
duties, in conformity with the acts of April 21, 
1826, and May 22, 1830. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

SARAH FLINN. 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Flinn was read 
the second time, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider itas in Committee of the Whole. It author- 
izes and directs the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury to pay to Sarah Flinn $80, for sup- 
plies furnished by her to Captain William Rowell’s 
company of Florida Mounted Militia, while in the 


service of the United States, on the 24th day of || 
| the amendment has not been referred to any com- 


March, 1839. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


MAISON ROUGE GRANT. 


On the motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate | 


proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill to grant the right of preémption to 
settlers on the public land known as the Aaison 
Rouge Grant. It provides that every person, 


being the head of a family, or widow, or single | 


acres (to include the residence and improvements 
of the settler) at the minimum price of such lands, 
on the same terms and conditions and under the 
same limitations as are prescribed in the act * to 


| *grant the right of preéinption to certain purcha- 


‘sers and settlers on the Maison Rouge Grant, in 


| * the event of the final adjudication of the title in 


‘favor of the United States,’’ approved January 
Q7th, 1851. 

Mr. DOWNS. I have an amendment which I 
wish to offer. It is to add, at the end of the bill, 
these words: 


And that the provisions of the third section of said act 
be, and the same are hereby, extended to the settlers on the 
Bastrop Grant, in the same Jand district as the Maison 
touge Grant. 


‘These two grants are exactly similarly situated. 
Preémption rights have been extended to settlers 


| on the Bastrop Grant, and I want now to extend 


to them the provisions of the 3d section of the act 
of 27th January, 1851, which describes the man- 


| ner of proceeding when there are two or more set- 


tlers on the same quarter section. ‘That provis- 
ion of the act of 185] is in these words: 
‘“* That if.the residences and improvements of two or 


more persons, entilled to precimption as aforesaid, shall be 


found on any one of the smallest legal subdivisions of the 


| pubhe lands, the same may be entered jointly by the par- 
} ties, in orderthat they may secure and divide the same, ac- 


cording to their several rights: and in detault of one or 
more ofthe parties taking the proper steps within the time 


| prescribed to secure the benefit of this act, it shall be lawtul 


for any one of the parties of this class to make the entry of 
the whole of such Jegal! subdivision for his sole benefit. ”’ 


Mr. FELCH. I would like to inquire from 


| what committee this bill comes? 


The PRESIDENT. It was introduced by 
unanimous consent by the Senator from Louisi- 


/ ana, [Mr. Downs,] and is now reported from the 
| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. DOWNS. I will give a word of explana- 
tion of the merits of this bill. Atthe last Congress 
a bill was passed giving the right of preémption to 


| the purchasers and settlers who had purchased 


from the former claimants on the Maison Rouge 
Grant. 


chased of the original claimants. 


| portion of settlers who had no written title from 


the former claimant. I understood, at the time 
that bill was passed, that by its operation, as soon 
as the grant should be declared to be public land, 


| the rights of preémption would accrue to all set- 
| tlers; but the Land Office decided otherwise. There 
| is a provision in the act of 1841 that preémptions 
| shall not accrue to any reserved lands; and there- 


fore, though many of those persons have lived on 


this land for a number of years, the Land Office | 


has decided that their settlement amounts to noth- 
ing, because this grant was construed to be re- 


served land. This bill now is to place them upon 


precisely the same footing as those who purchased 
from the original claimants, and therefore obtained 
preemption rights. This is merely to grant what 
was intended by the act as it originally passed, 


| but was not embraced in it from a misconstruction, 
as I conceive, of the law. 


Mr. BAYARD. I would ask the Senator from 
Louisiana, whether the amendment he has pro- 
posed does not extend the right of preémption to 
settlers on public land other than that known as 
the Maison Rouge Grant. : 


Mr. DOWNS. To settlers on another grant | 
| similar! 


situated. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


The proposition contained in 


mittee, and of course not reported upon. It ex- 
tends to other lands than those mentioned in the 


| original bill. 


Mr. DOWNS. 
principle. 

Mr. BAYARD. But it is really a new subject, 
which has never gone to a committee, and has 
never been reported upon. 

Mr. DOWNS. There are two Spanish grants 
in the same neighborhood, of the same date—the 
Bastrop, and Maison Rouge Grant. The bill 


It contains precisely the same 


It was intended to apply to those who had | 
| settled merely, as well as to those who had pur- | 


But the Land |} 


Office had construed that law so as to exclude that | 


LOBE. 


! 
} 


}a provision which prevails among 


| States at all. 


| preemption rights; whether the 


| proper officer, in order to enable them to ava 
| provisions are required. This is only 


| at the last session of Congress. 


| Senator who reported this bill, whether th 
| emption rights granted by it are precisely th 


Ma 
east 
Rouge Gran 
Bastrop Grant 


. Settlers on») 
Maison Rouge Grant. It does not affect the v. a 
vite 


lis object is to enable Parties ; 
settle controversies, to enable them to divide Sot 
subdivisions of land to which they may bent 
entitled. There is no necessity to send jt — 
separate committee, because it involyes eae 
the same principle. —? 


Mr. FELCH. 


The amendment is to extend to the 


I wish to inquire further of the 

e pre. 
e sam 

as those granted under the general law relative to 

| same oath is re. 

quired of persons who claim them, and the Same 

proofs and testimony to be introduced before the 
u 


; i] 
themselves of the benefit of the law? : 


Mr. DOWNS. As I understand it, th 


e Same 


' Lo extend 
to those settlers without title, the same priyiless 


which was conferred upon others by the act passed 


. 8. I have made the 
motion to embrace this provision of the bill, be. 
cause I thought, by the operation of the law ang 


? . t 
the construction which has been placed on jt | y 


| the land office, a certain class of persons had been 
| excluded, to whom nobody objects, to whom the 


| emption. 


land office does not object, and who are every. 
where supposed to have a perfect right to this pre. 
It is simply to supply an omission of 


| the law passed at the last session. 


The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re. 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 


DAVID OSBORN. 
The bill for the relief of David Osborn was 


| read a second time, and the Senate proceeded to 


consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes and directs the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to pay to David Osborne $220 40, for 
supplies furnished by him to Captain William 
Rowell’s company of Florida mounted militia, 
while in the service of the United States, on the 
17th of April, 1839. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


THOMAS D. JENNINGS. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas D. Jennings 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It authorizes Thomas D. 
Jennings, of Florida, to enter, at the minimum 
price of public lands, a quantity of land not ex- 


| ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, embracing 
| the improvement on which his late father, Law- 


rence D. Jennings, resided before his death, on 
due proof being presented to the register of the 
proper land office, that he would have been entitled 
to a preémption, but for the removal of the family 
after the death of the father. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


JOHN McREYNOLDS. 
The bill for the relief of John McReynolds, of 


| Detroit, in the State of Michigan, was read a sec- 


' 
' 


‘| the Whole. 


ond time, and considered as in Committee of. the 
Whole. It directs the payment of $1,036 86 to 
John McReynolds, of Detroit, Michigan, for ex- 
penses incurred by him in the commencement of 
the erection of a light-house on Beaver Island, 
after which he was directed to erect said light- 
house in another place. 

It was reported without amendment, and order- 
ed to be engrossed and read a third time. 


SAMUEL BRAY. 
The bill for the relief of Samuel Bray was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
It authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Samuel Bray, keeper of the 


|| Dog Island light-house, such amount, not exceed- 
| ing $500, as may, upon satisfactory proof exhib- 


| 
} 


ited and produced by Samuel Bray, cover the 
losses by him suffered, while keeper of said light- 
house, Susing the gale of 83d and 24th of August, 


1851. 
It was reported without amendment, and order- 
ed to be engrossed and read a third time. 
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Scie THOMAS RHODES, 

ye bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes was 

7” epcond time, and considered as in Commit- 
pend cae Whole. It authorizes and directs the 
- om wy of the Treasury to pay to Thomas 
we aa the sum of $3,175 11, in full satisfaction 
the expenses incurred by him in opening and 
 etructing & road from Mobile, in Alabama, to 
wr awoula Bay, for the transportation of the 
- i the year 1828, in pursuance of an implied 
mhority and contract from the Postmastcs Gen- 


3 RHETT. I should like to hear some ex- 


sianation of that bill from the Senator who re- 


port jit. : é f 
' Mr SOULE. This bill has been several times 


pefore the Senate, reported upon favorably, and 
ied upon. It comesagain before us, on account 
“fits never having been reached in its order in 
ie House of Representatives. There have been 


eeveral reports in its favor. Oneof them may be 


taken up and read, and it will explain the situa- 


con in which the committee found themselves on 
veativating this claim. Itis one which pleads 
iudly for justice, and requires at our hehde that 
we should act upon it, wa 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | I think this is an ad- 
mirable bill, and one which ought to pass. It is 
ihe first affirmation which I ever recollect having 
seh here of the doctrine of the right of making 
mads to carry the mails. I think it is an admir- 
able bill. : 

The bill was reported without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

PHILIP MILLER. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Philip Miller. It 
requires the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Philip Miller, of Kentucky, on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of $8 per month 
during his natural life—to commence from and 
after the Ist of May, 1848. 

It was reported without amendment, ordered to 
be read a third time, and being read a third time, 
was passed, 


ST. JOHN'S CHURCH, WASHINGTON. 


The bill for the relief of St. John’s Church, in | 


the city of Washington, which was reported from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, was 
read a second time; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that the lot of ground now used as a 
burial ground by said church, occupying square 


No. 276, situated near the northern limits of the | 


city, and which the late President Madison per- 
mitted the said church to occupy for said pur- 
pose, be granted in fee-simple to the church, and 
that the Commissioner of Public Buildings be 
authorized and required to convey said lot to said 
church by a proper deed, as evidence of this grant; 
and also that the $200 heretofore paid by the 
church be repaid to the rector for the use of the 


church, out of any money in the Treasury not || 


otherwise appropriated. 
Mr. BORLAND. 
case? 
The PRESIDENT. There is not. 


nothing but the petition. 


There is 
The bill was reported 


from the Committee for the District of Columbia, | 
by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Surevps,] not | 


now in his seat. 

Mr. BAYARD. Unless some reasons be given 
for making the grant of $200 to the church, I 
move to strike out that portion of the bill. But as 
tie Senator who reported it is not present, | move 
. postpone its further consideration until next 

nday. 

The motion was agreed to. 


: JOSEPH H. D. BOWMAR. 
The bill for the relief of Joseph H. D. Bowmar, 


renorted from the Committee on Private Land | 


Claims, was read a second time; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider it as in Committee of the 
Whole. _ It provides that a patent shall be granted 
to the said Bowmar, of Carroll parish, Louisiana, 
for the lot or fractional section No. 27, in town- 
‘ip 19, and range 3 east, in the district of lands 
north of Red river, subject to entry and sale at 
Vashita, ; 
145 13-100 acres, on the final settlement of certi- 
heate No. 9977, issued to said Bowmar May 16, 


THE CON 





‘| have any objection to this bill or not. 


Is there any report in the | 


in the State of Louisiana, containing | 


| land; and that so much of section 2, of the act of 
March 3, 1849, entitled ** An act for the relief of 
Taomas J. Carson,’’ as confirms the selection 
made by the Secretary of the ‘I'reasury of said 
lot No. 27, for the use of public schools, be re- 
peaied; provided, that nothmg im the present act 
shall be so construed as to reduce the quantity of 
lands to which said township is entitled by law. 
On the request of Mr. ALCHISON the report 
was read; from which it appears that the memori- 
alist settled on the lot stated, and became entitled 
to a preémption in consequence thereof. ‘That 
lot having been improperly selected for school pur- 
poses, upon an appeal to the Secretary of the 
| Lreasury, the selection was revoked, and on Jan- 
uary 4, 1849, the memorialist was permitted to en- 
ter his preemption. Before the entry was acti- 
ally made, however, Congress, in ignorance of the 
| rights of the memorialist, passed an act tor the 
relief of Thomas J. Carson, by which he, Carson, 
| was permitted to enter the sixteenth section, and 
lot twenty-seven was reserved for school purposes. 
The proper officers, in the mean time, before the 
act of Congress was known to them, permitied 
the memorialist to enter his preémption, and 
granted the certificate on May 16, 1849. With 
the obstacles arising from the act of Congress for 
| the benefit of said Carson, a patent is refused to 
| the memorialist. Under the circumstances of the 
case, and with the concurrence of the inhabitants 
| of the township, the committee are of the opinion 
| that relief should be granted to the memorialist, 
and report a bill for that purpose. ‘The proviso is 
added to secure the right of the township to the 
quantity of land which the law allows it. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I do not know whether, 


| upon a close examination of the matter, | would 


But, sir, 

it appears to be somewhat complicated, and for 
| the purpose of having an opportunity to examine 
it, | propose that it be permitted to lie over. 

Mr. DOWNS. [can explain it now. 

Mr. ATCHISON. But 1 would rather exam- 
ine the report. I think we have done enough for 


[ doubt whether Congress, having once vested a 
right by law in the township, can now, by repeal- 
| ing that law, divest the township of any right; 
and if you do that, and authorize or require the 


Commissioner of the General Land Office, or the | 
President, to issue a patent to this individual to this | 


land, whether or not he would not have just claim 

against the Government for the value of the land. 

{ move that the consideration of the bill be post- 
oned until next Friday. 

Mr. BADGER. I will vote cheerfully for the 
postponement, if my friend who makes the motion 
will pledge himself that between now and next 
Friday he will examine the case. If he will not, 
| | think it isunfair to move the postponement. 

Mr. DOWNS. 
| not take place. This is an exceedingly simple 
case. There is a provision of law that a certain 
amount of land, in each township, shall be set 
apart for public schools. Instructions were issued 
to the land officers in Louisiana, many years ago, 
| to make the selections. It happened that in some 
townships more was reserved than was necessary. 
The authority has been exercised by the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury, when the matter was under 
his control, and by the Secretary of the Interior, 
since the organization of that Department, when 
this was ascertained to be the case, to relieve the 
surplus from reservation, and allow entries to be 
made.“In a case of this kind, Bowmar made ap- 
plication to be allowed to enter this lot, and on a 
hearing of the whole case, Mr. Walker decided 
that he had a right to do so, because the township 
had enough besides. But, in the meantime, Con- 
| gress, knowing nothing about it, and a claim 
pending here for Carson to be allowed to make his 
entry on this same lot, they passed a law, author- 
izing him to make such an entry. If the commit- 
tee had known these facts when Carson’s case 


his favor. It is now clear that the prwper title 
belongs to Bowmar, and it is necessary to repeal 
that portion of the act referred to in the bill. As 


that it is not competent for Congress to take back 
any of these school lands, they do it always, with 
‘| the consent of the township. It has been the 
| practice for twenty years. I disapprove of it. I 


349, on the payment of purchase money on said || think it is wrong; but it has been acted on from | 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Louisiana to-day, in the way of preémption rights. | 


I hope the postponement will | 


was before them, they would not have reported in | 


to the observation of the Senator from Missouri, | 
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time to time, with the consent of the township, 
and it is now too late to makethatoljeetion, but 
it does not arise in this case, beeause the school 
selection had actually been made from Uus secuon 
by the Secretary of the Treasury; and it is not 
now a question between the petiioner and the 
United States, but a question between Carson and 
Bowmar. 

Mr. PRATT. I regret to interfere in this mat- 
ter; but if L understand the question, there is an 
important principle involved im it. The contest 
is not between the township and the individual 
grantee, but between two individual grantees— 
Carson and Bowmar. Now, the Supreme Court 
have decided, in a case which | have had oeeasion 
recently to examine, that wherever a party 18 en- 
titled to a preémption and has made a claim to 
make an entry to the land, that inchoate preémp- 
tion conters such a right as cannot be interfered 
with by any subsequent action of Congress. 
Here, it Lunderstand correctly, by one act of Con- 
gress, the right to enter land was given to a man 
by the name of Carson. Another man, by the 
name of Bowmar, claims a prior right of preémp- 
tion. If he possesses that prior right, ander the 
decision of the Supreme Court, the judicial tn 
bunals of the country are open to him. It will be 
for those tribunals, and those alone, to decide 
between the relative rights of these individuals. I 
do not think it is the province of the Senate of 
the United States, in any case, to act judieially. 
When there are individual rights legally existing, 
when the tribunals of the country are open for 
decisions upon these rights, we are not the proper 
tribunal to take them in hand; nor do we possess 
the constitutional power, in my humble judgment, 
to enter upon such a question. 





qe 





The case whi h 
is now presented is precisely the one which I have 
stated. If lL understand it correctly, 1 do not think 
the bill ought to pass. | think the contest between 
these two individuals should be carned on in the 
tribunals of the country, where it could properly 
be decided as to their rights. 

Mr. DOWNS. There is no doubt that the doc- 
trine of the gentleman is precisely correct, 1] agree 
with him in every particular, and it is conclusive. 
The position which he takes proves that this bill 
ought to pass, and that it must pass. He says 
that Congress cannot divest these preémption 
rights. ‘That is the position of Mr. Bowmar here. 
He had a preémption right; he was permitied to 
enter it, and got his certificate. Not only had he 
a right, but it was actually vested in him by the 
initiatory title of the certificate issued ta him. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, on a full hearing 
of the case, put him in possession of it; but Con- 
rress, not knowing anything of this at the time 
when Carson presented his application, passed a 
law authorizing Carson to enter the land. If 
Congress could not divest Bowmar, who not only 
had his title but had made his entry, it is per- 
fectly conclusive that this bill ought to pass; not 
to divest the title, but to secure to this man a title 
which was vested in him. F hope the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] will join me 
in supporting this bill. 1 hope he is perfectly 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think the Senator from 
Louisiana has shown, conclusiv ely, that this is a 
question between Carsonand Bowmar, Well, let 
the courts decide that question. Let them decide 
who has the title of the land. Let them decide 
whether the law of Congress divesting Bowmar, 
or attempting to divest him, and to invest Carson, 
should be sustained; or whether the preémption 
law, under which Bowmar claims, should sustain 
him. Now, this is the question. From the gen- 
tleman’s own showing, Congress has nothing to 
do with it. But I prefer to have an opportunity 
of examining it. I make no pledges about it. f 
will not pledge myself either to read the bill or 
the report. Sometimes I do read the bills, and 
sometimes I read the reports; and I think now I 
will do so in this matter, but I will not pledge my- 
self. As the Senator from Louisiana has alluded 
to the Senator from Kentuchy, [ am utterly as- 
tonished that he has not interposed and examined 
this matter. Why¢sir, it may affect somewhat 
the distributive share of the State of Kentucky, 
under his proposition to distribute the public de- 
main. I trust that the vote will be taken on the 
postponement. The Senate is very thin, and I 
dislike to call for the yeas and nays. If I showd 
do so, probably a quorum would not answer. 
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from Maryland and Missouri proves that this bill | 


ought to pass. Congress have already interfered. 


As it is, they have given the right to enter to Car- || 


son, and he will get the patent unless this bill is | 


passed, while, according to their doctrine, he is 
not entitled to it. I want this act to pass, to give 
the other mana patent. There is a provision in 
the bill that these two individuals shall fight out 
the contest. The passage of the bill will not in- 
terfere with any other person. I hepe, if the gen- 
tlemen want to see a fair fight, they will vote for 
the bill. 


Mr. ATCHISON. This man Bowmar claims | 


under a preémption law, either of 1838 or 1841, 
or of a prior year. Carson claims under an act 
of Congress, vesting him directly with the title to 
this land. 
that Bowmar proved his preémption, deposited his 
money, and obtained a certificate—the initiatory 
to a title. Then Congress, without knowing any- 


The Senator from Louisiana tells me | 


thing about it, upon Carson’s petition, passed a | 


law vesting in him the right to this land. The 
Senator says, that unless we interpose by this bill, 
Carson will obtain a patent. What advantage 
will that patent be in the courts of Louisiana, or 
in the courts of any other State of this Union, to 
Carson? I presume none. 1 do not know that 
this bill will be of any disadvantage to the United 
States; but it may be to Carson. 
uals now stand upon the same platform. Let them 
go before the courts of Louisiana, and let their 
titles be decided by the courts. I renew the mo- 
tion to postpone. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN CEMETERY IN MEXICO. 
By unanimous consent, the bill sepranciing a 
sum of money for the interment o 
soldiers, who died in Mexico, in the American 
Cemetery, near the city of Mexico, was taken up, 
read a third time, and passed. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


These individ- | 


officers and | 


| this morning. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


———— — ——— ————— 


Mr. DOWNS. The argument of the Senators | 


Mr. OLDS. Was not that petition withdrawn? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 


stand that it was withdrawn. The pending ques- | 


tion was to refer to the Committee of Elections, 
and to print. 


Mr. HALL. My colleague is not in his place 


away. 


A Memaar. Here heis. He has just come in. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Puevrs,| when this petition was in- 
troduced by him, was upon the floor proceeding 
to submit a few remarks in reference to the ques- 
tion involved. Does the gentleman from iw 


Mexico insist upon occupying the floor upon this | 


question? 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. J insist that the ques- 
tion be taken up. I cannot consent that the dis- 
tinguished friend of mine shall be subjected to the 
odium of such charges any longer. I call upon 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puexps] to call 
up that question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I insist upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union—that motion having been 
submitted by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{[Mr. Cuiweman.] The question submitted by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puexps,] it is 
true, is a privileged question, but the House may 
proceed to other business. 

Mr. POLK. Does the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. Weicutman] desire to make a per- 
sonal explanation? I will consult his wishes upon 
that subject, so far as my vote is concerned, 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I do not desire to make 
any explanation connected with myself personally, 


| or in regard to the petition which is offered to be 


referred to the Committee of Elections. I have 
no manner of objection to that; but with it are 


| connected charges of corruption against the dis- 


|| tinguished gentleman who is now filling the ex- 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Unperwoop, from 


the Committee on Public Lands, reported various 


amendments to a bill which had been referred to | 
that committee, providing for the survey of lands | 


in California. , 
The amendments were ordered to be printed, 
And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned un- 
til Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripvay, March 12, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. L. F. Morean. 


ecutive chair in New Mexico. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to know if it is the desire of 
the gentleman to do so now? I would be willing 
to assist him in-doing it. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. [I desire it now. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ciine- 


| MAN’s motion; and it was agreed to. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


Mr. GOODENOW. Mr. Speaker, my name 
is not recorded upon the vote laying upon the 
table the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranty] to close debate on the 
homestead bill. I voted in the negative upon that 


proposition, and ask that the Journal may be so 


corrected, 


The SPEAKER. The Journal will be correct- | 


ed, as suggested by the gentleman, unless objected || 


to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view of taking up the special order—the 


THE EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The first business in order 
is the special order, being ‘*Senate joint resolution 
No. 2, authorizing the architect of the Capitol to 
continue in employment the mechanics, laborers, 
and others, employed upon the two wings there- 
of.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
instructed by the Committee on p 


I have been 
ublic Buildings 


and Public Grounds, of which I have the honor | 
to be chairman, to report an amendment to the | 


resolution now pending, by way of substitute, and 
insist upon its adoption. 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 


That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 


| period between the passage of this resolution, and the end 


bill to authorize the continuance of the work on 


the Capitol. 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM NEW MEXICO. | 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I gave notice yester- 


day to the honorable gentleman from Missouri, | 
[Mr. Puevrs,] that if he did not bring up the ques- | 


tion of privilege from New Mexico, in reference 
to the contest of my seat, I should do so. 
rret extremely he is not in his place. 


goon. 


tleman who fills the executive chair in New Mex- 
ico to go uncontradicted any longer. I have given 


I re- || 
I would | 
ike very much to have him in his place before | |) 

) Baan stand here and permit such charges | 
as have been preferred against the honorable gen- || 


| taken up the reso 


of the fiscal year terminating June 30th, 1853, the suin of 
$500,000, for the continuation of the work on the two wings 
of the Capitol. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Thenecessit 
which gave rise to the original resolution has passed. 
It was intended only as a temporary expedient to 
prevent a total suspension of the work on the two 
wings of the Capitol. The appropriation of the 


last Congress for this improvement was only 


$100,000, and that was exhausted at the com- 
mencement of the present year. Since then the 
work has necessarily been suspended, the me- 
chanics and laborers dectheaialivaal the important 
object to be accomplished by the extension of the 
edifice, oe delayed. 
that at an earlier oe the House would have 

ution of the Senate, passed it, 


,and permitted the work to be continued. Had 


the gentleman from Missouri, (who I regret is not | 


in his seat,) an opportunity to be here. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 


Mexico moves to proceed to the consideration of | 


the petition presented by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Paerrs,} contesting the seat of the 
Delegate from New Mexico. 


| 


this been done, two months of fine weather would 


| not have been lost—the work would have been in 
| astate of progress, and the nation could not have 


reproached its Representatives for refusing to do 
for so long a period what need not at any time 
have occupied more than five minutes. 


The appropriation of $500,000, contemplated by 


| the 


[ earnestly hoped | 


—= —_—__ 


March 19 


amendment [ have propoeed, is} 
| asked for by the Secretary of the Hd 
the accomplished architect in charge of th 


an w 

OF, and 
© Work 
all, and a lanes 
money Was te 


d, it is , 

necessary now to appropriate only ‘this ott 

which will be sufficient for the period betw unt, 
| passage of the resolution and the end of the fae 
| year, terminating June 30, 1853. The Com, _ 

of Ways and Means have not provided jn a 

their appropriation bills reported to the 

for the extension of the Capitol. The Hoy 
| appropriately referred the subject to the ¢ 
tee on Public Buildings, and that COMMittee. »4 

| inquiring into the propriety of the approprray . 

and in view of the fact that no regular anprr a 

|| ation bill to which this can -be attached. wil 

all probability, be passed before the end of ‘h 
| session, have directed me to urge it now. . 

The work has been commenced. 
| doubt that it is the intention of Congress to po, 
| plete it. One hundred thousand dollars | a 
| already been expended, and, [ am happy to ot 
|| judiciously expended. This appropriation} 

needed, and must be made, and it is Wiser to make 
| it now and permit the work to proceed with 9 ) 
| complement of hands, than to make a small appr, 
| priation which may not last until the regular a», 
| propriation bills are passed. It will be the beg 
economy to complete the building as speedily 4s 
it can be done consistently with a proper execy. 
| tion of the work. 
| Mr. WOODWARD. If I am inorder in ma- 
| king the inquiry, I should like to know whethe; ; 
|| is likely that the special committee, relative to thy 
foundation of the wings of the Capitol, wil! prob. 
|| ably make a report? The question of what is » 

} be the amount of appropriation may be affected by 

|| the report from that committee. I should like jo 

|| inquire, if it be in order, when that committee may 
|| be expected to report, and what is likely to be the 
| character of the report? 

| Mr. MeNAIR, (chairman of thecommittee.) We 

shall report next week, and we are now almox 

ready. 

Mr. WOODWARD. [ask pardon of the gen. 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stanton] for inter. 
|| rupting him. 

r. STANTON. I have no objection to the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. McNair} ma- 
_ king his statement. 

Mr. McNAIR. The investigation has been 20- 
| ing on regularly, and we are now almost ready 
| report. e have found the wall in a dreadful 
| condition—in a condition that has astonished us 
| all. When we came to examine it, we found tha 
wall with shells built up on the outside, and smal 
|| stones thrown in on the inside. We have found 
it in a very bad condition. There are no stones 
|| running through the wall to bind it. There are no 
|| headers, and there is no bond work. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I understand from the 

|| gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stanton] thathe 

|| had not concluded his remarks. I supposed be 
| had, or I would not have made the inquiry. 

] Mr. STANTON. If I do not lose my right 
| the floor, | have no objection to the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNarr] proceeding. 
| Mr. McNAIR. The mortar that has been put 
| in there we have found to be entirely insufficient, 
| as we believe. It has been in there about three 

months, and it is not yet set. Men with picks 
|| just dug out the inside, and threw out the stones 
| with their hands, and threw out the sand or mor 

'| tar, or whatever you call it, with a shovel. We 

i have, as one member of the committee expressed 
| it, realized our very worst anticipations. Webs 
"no expectation that this large appropriation would 
| be sprung upon us at this time, for the archite 
himself asked but $350,000 in his report to the 

President of the United States. That report | 
|| have in my possession. We believe this thing 
ought to be investigated fairly, and that all things 
| connected with it should be brought before th's 
| House before this appropriation is made. = 
1 appropriation is once made, we will be power'e 
| to change it. We will be all fastened, and you 
|| will put up a building which will cost $5,000,00 
‘upon an appropriation of $100,000 made by ts 
| House on the 30th day of September, 185)—" 

appropriation made in three lines and a half, s1vi"¢ 
| 


Their estimates were made last f 
| portion of the time in which the 


ce || have been expended having elapse 
I do not know what keeps him || 


tlee 
any of 
House 
8€ Very 
ommy. 


I Cannot 
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to the President of the United States $100,000, an 
power to appoint an architect—that architect 








to the H 
he House yer, 
0 the Comy . 
MmMittee, after 
&PPropriatio, 
ular aNprone, 
ached, wil 
he end of the 
now, 

pd. I Cannot 
neress 


Ose 


0 com. 
dollars have 


happy to say, 
Propriation ly 
W1Ser to make 
eed with a fy) 
& 8Mall appro. 
the regular ap. 
ill be the best 
AS speedily as 
Proper exeey. 


n order in ma. 
now whether jt 
Telative to the 
itol, will prob. 
of what is wp 
1 be affected by 
should like to 
-OM mittee may 
ikely to be the 


mmittee,) We 
€ now almost 


don of the ren. 
‘ON] for inter 


jection to the 
McN AIR] ma- 


n has been go- 
Imost ready 
in a dreadful 
astonished us 
we found that 
ide, and small 
Ve have found 
are no stones 
There are no 


tand from the 
NTON] thathe 
| supposed he 
inquiry. 
se my right to 
the gentleman 
proceeding. 
t has been put 
ly insufficient, 
re about three 
en with picks 
ut the stones 
sand or mor 
shovel. We 
tee expressed 
ns. We had 
vriation would 
the architect 
report to the 
That report | 
ve this thing 
that all things 
ht before this 
nade. If this 
be powerless 
ned, and you 
st $5,000,000, 
made by this 
ber, 1850—a0 
a half, giving 
$100 000, and 
t architect 



























































































1852. 





», of which he shall approve; an then 





produce & plat 


pen poney Was to be expended from the com- | 
the : 


ement of the extension of the Capitol. That 
— has been under the control of the architect 
money who has drawn it out of the Treasury 
bee It has beén expended; how, we know 


— | have here a statement of the money drawn 
pol. " 


tect 
yp dist : 
alter requires an inquiry, and I want this House 
mé 


io know and to understand how this business is | 
on 


suoressing, and whether this foundation will be 
so frail al r 
spon it Will fall down. One of the best architects, 
et yps, in the State of Pennsylvania was here, 
ee hes no interest whatever in this work, and 
nrobably never will have, and he declared to me, 
chen he looked at that wall and examined the 


fyrmation of it, that he would venture his life the | 


uilding would fail down if built upon it. Now, 
that is the opinion of a respectable architect who 
_ no interest in this matter, and I therefore want 


the House to pause before making this appropria- 


ovr. DUNCAN, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 


the gentleman, who that architect from Pennsyl- | 


sania is? and whether he has been examined be- 
fore the committee ? ‘ 

Mr. MeNAIR. No. I did notsay that he had 
been. The gentleman isa friend of Mr. Dimmick, 
and was visiting him; he may give his name if he 
chooses. 

(Cries of ** No!?? ** No!”? 

Mr. DUNCAN. As he is represented as a 


erson of such high reputation, we want to know | 


who he is. 

(Cries of ‘* Name!”’ ** Name!’’] 

Many MemBers. ‘* No!’ ** No!” 

Mr. McNAIR. 
Mr. Dimick. 

(Loud cries of ‘* Name!’’ “ Name!” and ‘* Oh 
no, go on !”’} 

(Renewed cries of ‘* Name!’’ ** Name!’’} 

Mr. FLORENCE, Oh no; the reputation of 
Pennsylvania may be at stake, 

(Cries of ** Order,’’ and ale 

Many Mempers. ‘* Name!” ‘* Name!” 

Mr. McNAIR. Well, his name is Knowles. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Where is he from ? 

Mr McNAIR. I wish gentlemen to know 
something about the disbursement of that money, 
before they judge whether everything is perfectly 
right. : 


‘Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting. ) 


I wish merely to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- \ 


vania, Whether he has any knowledge of the mis- 
application of these funds, or any suspicion of 
their misapplication ? 

Mr. McNAIR. I have a knowledge that the 
money has been drawn by the architect. 
drawn it; and there has t 
him for the disbursement. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I simply wish to suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that I did 
not expect a debate of this character would spring 
up. My inquiry was strictly as to the business 
before the committee, and related to the manner 
of constructing the wall. I never for a moment 
had the least suspicion of a misapplication of the 
funds, and I should be very glad if my friend 
would restrict himself to the mf&tter of the con- 
struction of the wall. 

Mr. FLORENCE, (Mr. McNair yielding the 
floor.) As the great object to be attained just now 
is, to arrive at a definite conclusion by which this 
House can vote to-day upon this bill, may I beg 
to ask my colleague from Pennsylvania, whether 
there has been a vote in that committee upon the 
subject of the wall?—whether there has been any 
conclusion arrived at by the committee that may 
enable this House to arrive at a conclusion ?— 
Whether the whole of the committee agree with 
the chairman ?—and further, whether experienced 
gentlemen—persons competent to judge of the 
strength of that wall, have not given certificates 
that it is adequate for the purposes for which it 
was built? Inasmuch as the chairman of the com- 
mittee has been asked to give us information, and 
48 we are all interested in knowing it, it is perhaps 
a8 well that he should state now whether such 
certificates have not been given. My reason for 
asking it is, that I have understood from expe- 


een no return made by 


yy the Secretary of the Treasury by the archi- | 
v, himself in sums of $20,000, and expended 
ursed by him, I know not how. This | 


id so weak that the superstructure raised | 


He was introduced to me by | 


He has | 
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] rienced personé that the wall is quite adequate for | 
| the purposes for which it is designed, notwith- 
| standing the opinion of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, who, perhaps, has no better practical 
knowledge on the subject than I have. 
Mr. NeNAIR. I have told the gentleman, as | 
|, tell him now, that there has been no vote taken in | 
the committee. I will tell him further, that | know | 
nothing about any such certificates as he speaks of. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I did not mean to say cer- 
tificates. 1 meant to ask if there had not been 
| such testimony before the committee. 
| Mr.MecNAIR. There has been such testimony, 
but there has also been contradictory testimony. 
After the testimony was all given, we went out 
|| and examined for ourselves. We formed our own 
| opinions in regard to it, and have given them in 
| full in the report. For my own part, I mast say 
| that | was very much disappointed, and | think 


here—will say the same for themselves. 


| was interrupted, that it had been the misfortune of 
| all great men who had the genius and resolution 
to undertake works of this magnitude, to be ha- 
rassed and annoyed by the criticism and censure 
of petty minds, who have not the capacity to com- 
|| prehend or the skill to execute a great design. In 
this remark I do not allude to the gentleman from 


come into this Hall to harass the House, and, 
| I had almost said, to lead intelligent and honorable 
members of Congress inte dilemmas, of which, 
| when they learn the whole truth, they will be 
ashamed. 

Mr. McNAIR. Who are they? 

Mr. STANTON. Such men as your particular 
friend, Mr. Coltman, who, you said yourself, 


investigation. 

Gentlemen who have read the history of the 
construction of that great edifice on the north bank 
of the Thames, at Westminster, will recollect that 


work, was annoyed at every step, from the time 
the first foundation stone was laid to the comple- 


investigations, like those we have authorized here, 
but which resulted in nothing buf the complete 
vindication of the great architect and his noble 
| structure. 


— by relying upon individual responsibility. 
|| You acted upon that principle when you gave the 
President power to adopt the plan for the edifice, 


ciple in permitting him to complete it. You can 
delay, embarrass, and ruin the work, by listening 
to the idle clamor of the ignorant and the envious; 
|| but such a course will be more discreditable to 
you than to the President, the architect he has 
| employed, or any one acting under them. The 





ico, if at every emergency these brave generals 
had been restrained and controlled by the unen- 
lightened suggestions of the War Department. 


and modified by the action of special committees, 


_ crevice not perfectly puttied up. 


| pressing my Own opinions on t 
and fearlessly. 
as to the stability and firmness of these founda- 

| tions, I confess | was amazed, for I could not con- 





| everybody, could have any other opinion than that 
| they were unnecessarily strong. 


i 





Sir Charles Barry, the distinguished architect | 
charged with the design and construction of the | 


tion of the building, with special committees and | 


Sir, the truth is, in all great under- | 
takings of this magnitude, success is best accom- | 


the other members of the committee—if they are 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (resuming.) | 
Mr. Chairman, 1 was about to remark, when | | 


| Pennsylvania, but I do allude to that description of | 
_meddlers who, from motives of disappointment at 
| having failed to secure contracts on this work, | 


had been the instrument in bringing about this | 


without other limit than his own discretion; and | 
you must, to some extent, act upon the same prin- | 


| 


lamented Taylor would never have conquered at | 
Buena Vista, nor Seott have taken the city of Mex- | 


Nor will your new Capitol ever be creditable to | 
the nation, if the work and the plans are changed | 


|| raised at the instance of every stupid fellow who | 
| imagines that he sees a brick awry, or some small | 


| Tam rejoiced that this debate has arisen, because 
| I had some curiosity to hear what the honorable | 
member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNair,| who | 
| is chairman of the special committee, would have | 
| to say upon the subject of the foundatidns; and I | 
wished to avail myself of the opportunity of ex- | 
S subject freely | 
When I| heard there were doubts | 


ceive that any intelligent gentleman, who saw | 
them as they presented themselves to the eye of 


am glad, how- | 
_ ever, that the committee have made their investi- | 











what may be their conclusions when they take the 
sense of the members. They have not only, as 
we have been told by the chairman, dug into the 
center of the walls to test the quality of the work, 
but, | have been informed, they have employed 
an accomplished scientific gentleman of this city, 
(Professor Johnson,) at an expense of some $20 
or $25 per day. to make extensive experimental 
tests of the solidity and strength of the gneiss rock 


| «of which these foundations are built, as well as of 


its capacity to resist the action of the atmosphere. 

Now, there is not a laborer engaged on these 
foundations—not even the most ignorant of them— 
who does not know that not a square inch of 
the surface of those walls will be exposed to the 
action of the elements. The outer surface will be 
covered up by the earth, or the terraces which will 
surround it, and the inner surface by the arches 
or floors above it, so that no part will be exposed, 

The chairman of the special committee, [Mr. 
McNair,] in advance of the action of the com- 
mittee, gives us his judgment as to the character 
of these foundations, and pronounces them shame- 
fully defective. Now, as to the character of the 
material: | happened to have a conversation with 
Professor Johnson as to the result of his experi- 
ments, in which he kindly gave me the facts which 
will follow. 

Mr. McNAIR. Was he upon his oath? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; but I presume his 
word upon this subject would be as good as his 
oath. 

Mr. BEALE. He took six or seven specimens 
of stone from different parts of the building, so as 
to ascertain the average quality of the stone. 

Mr. STANTON. | shall state it all fairly, ae 
I have no disposition to do any one injustice. 

The weakest and most inferior specimens of the 
stone used which could be found, when subjected 
to pressure, by accurate machinery for that pur- 
pose, bore a crushing weight of over 8,000 pounds 
to the square inch, or 1,152,000 pounds to the 
square foot. Now, the heaviest portion of the ma- 
terial of which the walls of the edifice will be built 
weighs only 175 pounds to the cubic foot; and as 
the building will be about 60 feet high, the weight 
which each square foot of foundation must sustain 
is only 10,500 pounds, or less than one hundreth 
part of what the walls are capable of sustaining, 
supposing the whole foundation to be built of the 
most inferior material. The best portion of the 
stone used bore a pressure of 20,000 pounds and 
over, or one and a half times more than the most 
inferior. Not one stone in a hundred used in the 
foundation, | am authorized to say, was of the 
inferior quality of the first specimen to which I 
have referred; and taking a medium between the 
worst and the best, as the proper average quality 
of the stone used, and these foundations, so much 
decried, are really capable of bearing, according 
to scientific demonstration, 2,450,000 pounds to 
the square foot, or two hundred and thirty-three 
times more than is actually required. 

These are some of the results which had been 
obtained by the gentleman referred to, at the time 
of our conversation. They certainly will be con- 
clusive, to all unprejudiced minds, as to the 
strength and durability of the stone. 

I have no information as to the result of his ex- 
periments to test the capacity of the stone to stand 
atmospheric action. They had not been comple- 
ted at the time referred to. But 1 care not what 
may be the result. My own practical experience 
teaches me that the stone is sufficiently strong, 
solid, and durable, for any purpose of the kind, I 
agree with the learned Professor, that these ex- 
periments can be of no practical value, for the 
reasons above stated, and that this part of the in- 
vestigation had as well been —pares with. They 
are only a waste of genius and of time. 

But the chairman of the investigating committee 
has told us, with great gravity, that he went to one 
of these foundation walls, with pickaxe and crow- 
bar in hand, and dug up a portion of it; that, to 
his great surprise, he found his worst anticipa- 
tions realized. The wall, he alleges, is built of 
small stone and bad mortar, and is insufficient to 
sustain the structure to be erected upon it. Now, 
let me disclose a seeret in regard to this digging 
operation. The honorable chairman satisfied him- 
self by digging in a single spot, and that spot 
happened, fortunately for the purpose of the 
gentleman, to be just where the workmen termi- 


|| gation most thorough and complete; no matter || nated their labors. Now, it is known to all prac- 
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tical men, that in building either brick or stone 
wuils, there will necessarily be an accumulation of 
pieces of brick or small stone as the work pro- 
gresses. These must be worked in, and it is | 
ecouomy to use them in * filling in,” or * level- 
ing up.”? This happened to be the case at the 
spot where the honorable gentleman used, so suc- 
cessfully, his pickaxe and crowbar. I| suppose 
some sagacious person, knowing the zeal of the 


honorable gentleman, informed him of these facts ;*}} 


and he availed himself of the information, «nd | 
made his assault upon the stone and mortar ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. McNAIR. I have received no such infor- | 
mation. No oneever told me that the small stones 
were in that particular place. 

Mr. STANTON. Oh, well, I only supposed 
it might be go. It happens, however, to be the 
fact, that this identical spot was the last part of 
the building worked upon, and these small stones 
were used up at that place as matter of economy. 
But these stones, so torn out of the wall, are not | 
smali stone, and could not from their use impair 
the strength of the foundation. They average | 
from six inches in length to two feet, and | have 
seen many a solid and substantial wall built of | 
stone of no greater size. Many of the best and 
oldest buildings in the world rest upon foundations 
built of pebbles, broken rock, and small pieces of 
stone or brick. 

| have taken some extracts from the ‘* Trans- 


] 
| formed me that the report stated the matter cor- 
| rectly, for they had each worked upon these very 
foundations. 
The walls laid, and which are the objects of 
daily observation by the members of this House, 
| are subjects of admiration to every scientific and 
| practical man who has seenthem. Such solidity, 
| such strength, and such admirable skill in their 
construction, have never been manifested beforein 
any work done in this city, and 1 doubt whether 
better work of the kind can be found in any part 
of the Union. Yet we are told by the honorable 
| chairman of the special committee that the walls 
are of no value, and should be torn up. I am as- 
| tonished at the conelusion to which he has arrived. 
| It makes me blush for the intelligence of my fel- 
| low-members on this floor upon matters of such a 
practical character. When gentlemen see the re- 
| port of the special committee, if the evidence 
| accompanies it, they will find that some of the 
| most scientific engineers and architects in the na- 
tion—indeed I might say the world—as well as 
| the most experienced practical men, have testified, 
after examining thé work, that it is of sufficient 


weight than can possibly be put upon it. 

The mortar of which these walls are built is 
| said not to be of good quality, because it has not 
| yet hardened. The fact that such a complaint is 
| made, is proof only that there are men intrusted 
| with the legislation of this country, who are lam- 





actions of the British Architects,’’ which 
show the extent te which this mode of building | 
has been carried in past ages: 

‘“‘ In Greece, the foundations of all the very early fortifi 
cations were formed of small stunes. 


of small stones and mortar. Thucydides, describing the 
way in which the walls surrounding the Acropolis had been 
restored after the Persian war, about 478 years before 


Christ, says the foundations consisted of stones-of all |! 


sizes and forins thrown in indiscriminately. These still re 
main, and are so hard as to be almost impenetrable.’’ 
‘The Romans constructed their walls of two faces of 
masonry filled in with cement, consisting of pounded bricks, 
or tiles, rough stones or flints, and lime well incorporated. 
There are examples at Messina, where in fact the walls 
surrounding the town, erected 370 years before our era, are 


will |! 


Some of the walls |) 
of the stronghold atthe pass of Thermopyle are constructed | 


entably deficient in those practical matters which 
are familiar to the commonest of men. Who, in 
his sober senses, could imagine that mortar in the 
center of a thick wall—seven feet thick—exposed 
to the severity of a rigbrous winter, and only two 
months laid, would be now dry and hardened ? 
| The very best mortar ever used could not have 
hardened in such a situation in so short a time. 
Twenty years will not suffice to make it as dry 
and solid as it will become; and every practical, 
| as well as scientific man, knows that it is better it 
should be so. Ask the common laborer who has 
been accustomed to attend upon masons, and he 





wholly of this description. At Rome, it was everywhere 
used; the temple of Augustus, the baths of Agrippa, of 
Titus, and of Diocletian, the Colliseum, the Aqueducts, St. 
Peters, and many others serving as instances. The well 
known wall of China, built about 205 years before Christ, | 


was constructed in a somewhat similar manner, and not- |) 


withstanding numerous vicissitudes, is still wondrously 
strong, discovering no signs of ruin.”’ 


The Romans brought their arts to England, and 
there practiced them. 


“The foundations of the Roman Station, Aldborough, 
Yorkshire—the upper parts of which are formed of round 
pebbles united by a strong cement—and of some portions of 
Severn’s wail, consists of rough stone and pebbies, com- | 
pacted in clay; while in several instances we find they 
used pertect concreted masses of gravel, sand, or pounded 
bricks and lime, precisely similar to the coucrete of our 
day.”’ 


| oration continues, the stronger will be the adhe- 
sion of the mortar. It isa fact so well demonstra- 
ted by the experience of those who are accustomed 
| to work in mortar, that it needs no scientific ex- 
periments to prove it. The fact, then, that in 
| digging into these foundations the mortar was 
found not to be dry and hard, is no evidence that 


as could have been made. 
lime, clean, sharp sand, and mixed in proper pro- 
portions, ‘The practical and scientific men who 


| ridicule the folly which eae it of bad qual- 
| ity. I hold in my hand some of the mortar, ta- 





“The walls of Aldborough Church, Yorkshire; the 
tower of Earls Barton Church ; thatof St. Peter’s Church, 
a® Barton upon Humber, Lincolnshire, and a building at 
Wanntford, Southamptonshire, all of which, in the opinion 
of several antiquaries, are composed, some of round pebble 
stones united by mortar, and others of rubble stone and 
fliuts well grouted; they are still of amazing solidity, and 
appear to dety time.” 


Sir Christopher Wren discovered that the found- | 
ation of St. Paul’s Cathedral, upon which had | 
stood an imposing pile destroyed by the great fire, 
was composed of a mass of Kentish rubble stone, 
cemented with extremely hard mortar. 

*The foundation of the north transept of Westminster 
Abbey, bailt in 1245, is composed of flints, irregular stones, 


rubble, and mortar, forming a body almost impenetrable.”’ 
“The foundations of the public buildings in Westmins- 


ter, the law courts, the additional buildings to the House of |! 


Lords, the Library of the House of Conmons, &e., were 
formed of granite, or other hard stone, broken in small 
pleces, (none exceeding in size an ordinaryhen’s egg,) and 
laid in layers closely rammed and grouted; every third layer 
ot Dorking lime and sharp river sand.”’ 

The new Parliament House of Great Britain, 
recently built, rests upon foundations ten feet 
seven inches in height, composed entirely of con- 
crete. On this mass of small stone, broken up for 
the purpose and grouted, the walls of that massive 
structure are erected; and yet our ears are stunned 
with the ery, that the stone in these foundations 
are not large enough to give it proper strength. 
This fact, in regard to the foundations of the work 
at Westminster, | learn from the reports of the 
architect. I happened to mention it a few days 
ago in the preseuce of some of the workmen lately 
engaged on the Capitol, when two of them in- 





ken from the very place in which the honorable 
| gentleman tore up the wall. 
| Mr. McNAIR, 
out of the wall. 
Mr. STANTON. It was taken from that very 
place in the wall, and nothing has been added to 
it but water. 
dried it—that is all. 
exposed. How, in the name of all that is reason- 
| able, could it be expected todry in so short a time, 
| if it had remained in the center of a wall seven 
| feet thick. Near the earth, too, where there was 


| more likely to be absorption of moisture, rather || 


| than evaporation, the probabilities were all against 
its drying. Indeed, from my practical knowledge 
| of mortar, having worked in itfor twelve years, I 


| should have doubted the quality of this, had itnot || 


| been just as it was. 
The honorable gentleman says these walls are a 


| mere shell on the outsides, and filled up with small | 
ave shown | 
_ how they are built; hut even if it were as the gen- | 

tleman seems to think they are, I cannot see how | 
| they could even then be liable to bulge or press | 


I 


| stone and bad mortar in the center. 


| out. Every one knows that walls are not so 
| liable to split as to crack cross-wise. 
cross-wise because of the inequalities of the foun- 
dation. 
the outside by the earth, and on the inside by the 
| cross walls and the arches, that it will be impossi- 
| ble for them to give way by splitting or bulging. 


| to ask him a question? 
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i 


That is not as it was taken | 


| 


subject? 

_ cle the gentleman alludes. The extracis 
| given are obtained from books; the reg; I 
| from my own practical experience, which | 
| some knowledge more than the gentlem 


| sesses, even after theadv 
| very important investigation. 


| this investigation. 


| strength and solidity to bear an infinitely greater | 


| will tell you, that the longer the process of evap- || 


it is of bad quality. On the contrary, I assert, || 
| without fear of contradiction byany man of intel- | 
| ligence on the subject, that the mortar is as good | 
It is made of good | 


| have examined it, concur with me in opinion, and | 


The action of the atmosphere has || 
It dried because it was thus | 


| sons who attempted to throw 


| Congress. 
| him. 


| power of the present. 
| perfect in its proportions and arrangements, and 


Mr. STANTON. With pleasure—as », 
you may choose to ask. 

Mr. McNAIR. I desire to ask if acertajy , 
interesting article, which appeared not lop et 


: : . © LONG Sine 
did not supply you with information i mn 
alg 


Mr. STANTON. I do not know to wh 
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ANY ag 


Al art}. 
J have 
derive 
think 
With 
AN pos. 
antage he has had of th 


qualifies me to speak of subjects like this 


his 

A Voice. How many applicants for contra. 
were there from Pennsylvania? Berea. 

Mr. STANTON. gis not know ho 
from Pennsylvania have applied for contracts: jy 
this I am informed is true, that disappointed a, . 
cants for contracts have been active in stimy 
I believe some of them 
before the committee, and I —— were the 


W Many 


appli. 
lating 
Were 
ner. 
| oubt upon the sig. 
bility of the work. 


The gentleman takes exception to the fact tha: 


| the architect of the edifice, Mr. Walter, has con- 
| trol of the funds used. I cannot see that this js 
/any part of the duty conferred upon the commi. 


tee by the House, which clothed them only with 


| power to inquire into the sufficiency of the founda. 
| tions. 
‘to the President, and ought to have been takey 
| two years ago. 
| power to adopt the plan, and money to carry j 


But it is an exception to the law and not 
Congress gave the Presiden: 


out, with instructions that the money should be 


| expended under his direction, ‘* by such architect 


99 


as he might appoint. Congress now has no 


| right to complain of the action of the President in 
| this respect, nor in regard to the adoption of the 
| plan. 


f he has transcended what Congress now 
supposes to be a reasonable limit, it is the fault of 
It was in our power to have restrained 
We might have required him to present his 

lans and estimates to us for our adoption or re- 
jection, but we did not think it proper to do so, 


| We bade him take the responsibility, and he 
| obeyed our command. 
| in adopting+a plan, which, while it affords room 
|| enough, is not extravagant in cost, and will, in its 
| architectural design and perfection of arrangement, 


1 think he has acted wisely 


reflect credit upon the nation. Our population, 
our territory, our resources, have increased with 
unexampled rapidity. Who can calculate their 


| extent, when another half century shall have 
| passed? The edifice we are now constructing is 


not for ourselves alone, but for posterity; and | 
am happy to say that in the after ages of the Re- 
public it will most nobly illustrate the genius and 
It is beautiful in design, 


not too magnificent for the Capitol of thirty-one 
American States. 
The gentleman, in his zeal to defeat the contin- 


| uance of the work, thinks proper to assail the 
| architect in regard to the expenditure of the money, 
| and charges that he has not accounted for that 


placed in his hands. The money is drawn from 
the Treasury upon his requisition, according t 
law, and not otherwise. Every cent so drawn has 
been honestly and faithfully accounted for. If the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNair) dots 
not know it, I can tell him that the accounts of the 


architect are so kept, that any man can see in ® 
moment the condition of the whole account, and 


| learn the disposition of every dollar of the money. 


'| I will say to the honor of Mr. Walter, that if al 


They crack | 


But, these walls will be so sustained on | 


{ 


| Why, sir, 
|| so unjust to Mr. Walter, and would be so little 


} '| believed by any one who knows him, 
Mr. McNAIR. Will the gentleman permit me |! 





other disbursing officers of the Government wert 
as faithful and accurate in their accounts and dis- 


| bursements, you would hear of no complains 


about defalcations and corruption. The $100,000 
heretofore appropriated have been expended, and 
I am gratified to have it in my power to say, judi- 
ciousiy expended. An immense amount of work 
has been done for that amount of money. Look 
at the immense excavations at each end of the 
Capitol—the great number of cubic perches o 
stone bought and laid—and other materials acct 
mulated. And not one cent of this money, s*ys 
the honorable gentleman, has been accounted for. 
I was about to say that this charge w*s 


that it was 
scarcely worth denying. But, if he really has 
doubts upon the subject, let him go‘to the Comp- 
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troller 
every cen 
every © 
eS _ in must be sensible of the great import- 

BOTs proposed improvement, and | amonly 
pa that the representatives of the nation, 
"., hate yeur after year seen the great incon- 
¥ jences of legislation arising from the miserably 
: tive construction of this House, did not 
: direct it to be commenced. : I need say 
wohing of this Hall, the very worst in the world 
+. nyrposes of deliberation, Its defects are two 
‘able not to be seen and felt by every member. 
i and commodious as the building may seem, 
oe not contain more than one half as many 
= rittee rooms as are needed for the use of the 
or ranean. in many of them the committees are 
lo ‘bled, some of the committees have no rooms, 
| it frequently occurs that special committees 


and , 
snot be accommodated without seriously inter- 


t has been faithfully and honestly ac- 


defec 
gooner 


{ 


I 


the oficers of the House accommodated? They 
re crowded into the smallest rooms, and scarcely 
more than half the space necessary for the prompt 
and proper dispatch of business. The library 
som of the House is ill shaped, irregular, and not 
och larger, or convenient, than a good-sized rat 
1. Thedocumentroom is but little better, and 
h th seem to have been made for any other pur- 


nee than that to which they are applied. Neither | 


the Postmaster nor the Sergeant-at-Arms, has 
more room than is usually allotted to the bar- 
keeper on a steam-boat. 
«a great nation like ours, and affords abundant 
reason for the immediate progress of an improve- 
went, Which will afford greater conveniences for 
the legislative department of the Government. 

| hope this appropriation will be made. I deem 
the investigation to be made by this committee 
as of very little importance. Indeed, | know no 
practical man—I had almost said, 110 sensible man 
—willso hazard his reputation as to insist that 
those foundations shall come down. 
complained of them, and of what is the complaint 
made? It arises from the disappointment of men 
who sought contracts and did not get them, and 
applies to a single spot ten or twelve feet long and 
two feet deep in one of the walls upon the south 
side of the House. 


oe with the duties of others. And how are | 


All this is discreditable | 


6 office of the Treasury, and he will see that || 


Who has | 


I understand there is no sort | 


of objection to the foundation upon the other | 


side of the building—none in the world. If the 


gentleman having charge-of this matter had taken | 


the trouble to walk fifty feet further, he would 
have seen a portion of this work unfinished, just 
as it was laid up by the hands of the workmen, 
and instead of coming here and complaining that 
there are no large stones in that foundation, he 
would have told us that he saw them jutting almost 
entirely through the wall. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNair] to say, if 
upon that side of the building there are not large 
stones running through the whole wall? 
Mr.MeNAIR. There are large stones running 
nearly through the wall; and J believe they were 
put up there for the purpose of making a show. 
Vhen we came to dig into the wall, we found no 
stones running through it. 
_Mr.STANTON. That shows the state of feel- 
ing under which the chairman of the special com- 
mittee is acting. Why could he not state the 
simple fact, without throwing in the remark that 
“they were put up for show?” for if he had been 
destitute of all prejudice and feeling, and had not 
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Mr. STANTON. Well, I am very glad to 
hear that, for it is in keeping with all the results 
of the judgment you have manifested here to-day. 
Now, sir, this part of the wall torn down by the 
committee, was ** leveled up”’ as the base for larger 
stone, and *leveling’’ is a technical term with 
masous, simply indicating the bringing of the wall 
to a level surtace,in order that you may havea 
bed for larger stoue to rest upon, or for other pur- 
poses. In this process of ** leveling up,’’ small 
stones are needed and necessarily used, and Uus 
is known to all practical men, if not to the chair- 
man of the committee, created to pass judgment 
upon the labor of skilful and experienced opera- 
tuves, who could have no motive or interest to 
make other than a good job, 

l have been instructed to offer this amendment 
by the Committee on Public Buildings, who think 
that the appropriation should be made and the 
work completed with all possible speed consistent 
with its proper execution. ‘The Secretary of the 
Interior, in his letter to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and the Architect, in his annual re- 
port, estimated $35U,0UU as the suin to be expended 
auring the present fiscal year ending June 3U, 1852, 
and $650,UUU0 for the subsequent year, ending June 
30, 1553. ‘Lhe appropriauon provided for by the 
amendment, extends to June 30, 1853, and 1s only 
haif the sum asked for by the Secretary and Ar- 
chitect, a large portion of the time having elapsed 
in which the amount of their estimates would have 
been expended. 1 earnestly hope the House will 
pass the resolution and permit the work to pro- 
ceed. ‘lhe appropriation is needed, must be made, 
and the sooner the better. In conclusion, | will 
simply say, that no matter what may be the char- 
acter of the report of the special committee, the 
money will be required, and the appropriation 
should be made. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. As I ama member of the 
cominittee, and as comments have been made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. Sranron} 
upon their action, | appeal to the liberality of the 

| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to yield 
to me for five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘There is nothing which I would 
not do for my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
W atvace| except to yield a portion of my hour. 
I shall want all of it for my own use, not upon this 
question, but upon other questions. 

lt is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to address 
the House at all in reference to the bill now before 
it. 1 propose, in the opening of my remarks, to 
take a brief retrospect of the rise, progress, arid 
fall, of the Southern movement, Itis very well 
known, sir, not only to the members of Congress, 
but to the whole country, that the continued action 
of the Northern people, and of the Northern States, 
upon the subject of the domestic relations existing 
in the South, between the master and the slave, had 
at one time wrought up the Southern mind to a 
very high degree of exasperation. Apprehensions 
were freely expressed, and doubtless generally en- 
tertained, that some great disaster was likely to 


| befall the country, growing out of this excitement, 


the interest of others who have instigated this in- | 
vestigation, to sustain, as well as his own repu- | 


tation, for having begun it, would not the mere 
declaration of fact have been sufficient? 
sir, | say that that wall was laid before the gentle- 
nan came to the city of Washington. 

Mr. MeNAIR, 
thing, 

Mr. STANTON, 
mon sense could the men when at work upon that 
Es of the wall, have anticipated that the honora- 

‘egentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNair,] 
when he came here, would have been set on to 
commence a crusade against the foundations of 


|| but a very important inquiry to be made. 
Now, | 


I have no interest in this | 


How in the name of com- | 


this building? That work was done long before | 


the honorable gentleman came here, and it remains 
bow just in its unfinished condition, and in the 
est condition possible to test the quality of the 


In this state of public feeling, during the Thirtieth 
Congress, a gentleman, then a Representative from 
one of theadisiricts in the State of New York, [Mr. 
Gott,] introduced a resolution, preceded by what 
the Southern members believed to be a most insult- 
ing preamble. This preamble, insulung though 
it certainly was, did not propose any legislative 
action. ‘lhe resolution, directed a very simple, 
It di- 

rected the Committee for the District of Columbia 
| to inquire into the sapeneney of abolishing the 

slave trade in this District. ‘The passage of this 
resolution gave offense to the whole Southern dele- 
gation, and they commenced, at once, manifesting 
their hostility to this movement in a manner not to 
be misunderstood. 

A distinguished gentleman in the other branch 
of the Legislature, from my own State, and now 
its Governor, came, as the older members of Con- 
gress know very well, into this House and soli- 
| cited members of Congress to sign their names to 
a call for a meeting of Southern Senators and 
| Representatives. In obedience to this call, a meet- 

ing assembled in the Senate Chamber, over which 


work. Now, sir, I venture to assert that he will | a venerable Senator from the State of Kentucky 


hot say that that wall is not strong enough. 


| [Governor Metcalfe} wascalled to preside. Here, 


Mr.McNAIR. 1 will. That is my opinion. |! sir, I date the rise of the Southern movement. 
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| From this point it commenced its progress. But 
for this movement, I undertake to say, the South- 
ern Democracy was notresponsible. ‘That meeting 
was a joint assemblage of the Southern Whigs 
and of the Southern Democrats. There were 
Whigs who absented themselves; and there were 
Democrats who absented themselves; but the 
Southern delegation in Congress generally, and 
without reference to- party, was responsible for the 
meeting and for its proceedings. That meeting put 
forth an address to the Southern people, written, 
as # is said, and | have no doubt correctly, by the 
late venerable and distinguished Senator from Seuth 
Carolina, (Mr. Calhoun.] It was such a paper as 
was intended to produce, as it certainly did pro- 
duce,a most profound sensation upon the Southern 
mind. Upon my return to Mississippi, | found a 
very high degree of excitement—an excitement not 
confined to the Democrats, but pervading all parties, 
W higs as well as Democrats. A proposition had 
already been made, and was then being actively 
urged, for a convention of our State—a popular 
convention—to take into consideration the rela- 
tions then subsisting between the North and the 
South, growing out of the institution of domestic 
slavery. A number of gentlemen, of both polit- 
ical parties, published a call to the people, mvit- 
ing them to assemble in convention. This call 
was the first advance step of the Seuthern move- 
ment, and for it, both Whigs and Democrats in 
my State were alike responsible. In obedience 
to it, the people, without reference to party, as- 
sembled in primary meetings and appointed dele- 
gates to a State Convention, and, in every instance, 
the delegates to that convention were appointed of 
equal numbers, Whigs and Democrats. The con- 
vention assembled in the month of October, 1849. 
This, sir, was the second step in the progress 
of the Southern movement. Up to this period 
neither party coald claim the exclusive credit, and 
up to this time it was all credit—there was no 
debit. That convention put forth another address 
to the people of Mississippi, and from that address 
| propose just in this connection to read a very 
short extract. For this address, bear you in 
mind, both the Whig and the Democratic parties 
of Mississippi were responsible, so far as they 
' could be made responsible by their delegates in 
convention. It bore the honored signatures of 
leading Democrats and leading Whigs. It was 
a document which bore the signature of a very 
distinguished member of the UNION party, now 
high in the confidence of the Administration, and 
its representative as chief consul on the Island of 
Cuba—Judge Sharkey. After disclosing to the 
people what had been done and what was pro- 
posed for the future, Judge, now Consul, Sharkey 
and his associates said: 





*¢ Besides and beyond a popular convention of the South- 
ern States with the view and the hope of arresting the 
cause of aggression, and if not practicable, then to concen - 
trate the South in will, understanding, and action, the con- 
vention of Mississippi suggested, as the possible ultimate 
resort, the call by the Legisiature of the assailed States, or 
still some more solemn conventions—ench as should be 
regularly elected by the people of those States—to deliber 
ate, speak, and act with all the sovereign power of the peo- 
ple. Should, in the result, such conventions be called and 
meet, they may lead to a like regularly-constituted con- 
vention of all the assailed States, to provide in the last re- 
sort for their separate welfare by the formation of a com- 
pact and an union that will afford protection to their liberties 
and their rights.’’ 


Now, that is the language for which I say all 
parties in Mississippi-were responsible. It isthe 
emanation of a convention composed equally of 
Whigs and of Democrats, or as they are now 
called of State-Rights men and Union men. The 
very head and front of the Union party in M ssis- 
sippi, was the president of the convention, which 
put forth that address—the very head and front of 
the Union party in Mississippi attached his name 
to that sentiment and published it to the people of 
Mississippi—‘‘to provide in the last resort for 
their separate welfare.’? How could this be done 
else than by a separation from the Northern States? 
How could it be done else than by secession or rev- 

| olution—by breaking up the Government. True, 
it was to be done in the last resort; and pray have 
we ever spoken of secession except as the last 
resort—the final alternative ? tut now | find 
this language brought into the House of Repre- 
sentatives by my honorable collearue, [Mr. Wir- 
cox,] and held up here with an attempt to hold 
the party to which [ belong responsible for it. 
History, sir, must be known to him, at least 
| the history of our own State, and if he hag read 


e 


a 
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that history he knows that the Hon. William L. | 
Sharkey, the appointee of Millard Fillmore as | 
consul to the city of Havana, was among those 
who put forth this address—put his signature to | 
this language, and indorsed it to the people of 
Mississippi. ‘To this point the Southern move- 
ment progressed. This Mississippi convention | 
advised the convention of the Southern States. | 
Virginia responded to that call, so did Georgia | 
and Alabama, and Louisiana, and Arkansas, and | 
Texas. Aye, even Tennessee came in, slowly 
and reluctantly, it is true, but still she comes 

‘Mr. POLK. To save the Republic. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir, Tennessee went into | 
the Nashville Convention to save the Republic, 
and so did Mississippi. 

Mr. SCURRY. If the gentleman will permit 
me to interrupt him. 


Mr. BROWN. Very briefly. 





Mr. SCURRY. The gentleman who attended || : 
| we be made longer responsible for it? 


from Texas did so against the large majority of | 
the district which he represented. A majority of | 
that district voted directly and flatly against the | 
convention. 
Mr. BROWN. Well, fam not going to inquire | 
how delegates came to be there. [ speak of history | 
asitis. ‘Texas was represented in the convention, | 
whether by her authority I do not know, and what | 
is more, at this time I do not care. It is not ma- | 
terial. The Nashville Convention, in obedience | 
to this call, and in pursuance of these proceedings, | 
assembled. This was another ste 
ress of the Southern movement. Up to this time, | 
if there was any strenuous objection to it any- 
where, I, at least, was not aware of it. Here 
and there an exception may have been found— | 
here and there a newspaper editor might be found | 
to oppose it; but the great mass of the Southern 
politicians—and as far asl could judge of the | 
Southern people—Whigs and Democrats—were | 
for it. They were for it without distinction as to | 
varty. The convention assembled. — It elected 
fon. William L. Sharkey, of my own State— 
the head and front of Mississippi Untontsm—to 
preside over its deliberations. 
That convention put forth an address to the peo- 
ple, followed by a series of resolutions, asserting | 
certain propositions upon which the Southern peo- | 
ple ought to insist. Still, sir, there was, no for- | 
midable objection either to the convention, or to | 
what it indleae did. The progress of the move- | 
ment still seemed to be onward. Soon afterwards 
the compromise measures began to aftract attention | 
in the country and in Congress. A feeling of trep- 
idation seemed to steal over Senators and Repre- | 
sentatives. Here and there an old advocate of the 
Nashville Convention—one who had looked to itas | 
the source from which a panacea was to come for all 
wounds and bruises, and putrifying sores, gradual- | 
ly fell off. f might call names if I did not wish to | 
avoid involving myself in a discussion with too | 
many gentlemen at the same time. With the falling | 





off of these early and sturdy advocates commenced || 


the decline in the Southern movement—and with | 
the passage of the compromise, | mark the first 
distinet evidence of its decay. 
In November, 1850, after the compromise meas- | 
ures had passed, a Union Convention, the first ever | 


held to my knowledge in the United States—cer- || 


tainly the first ever held in 


my own State—was | 


assembled at the city of Jackson, the seat of gov- || 


ernment of Mississippi. {[t was not a Southern- 
Rights Convention; it was not a State-RightsCon- | 
vention; it was nota Whig Convention; it was not | 
a Democratic Convention; it was a Union Con- 


vention, so it was called, and so it assembled. It || 


was in advance of any other political organization | 


rowing, so far as I know, out of the compromise. 

t rose as if from the ashes of the Southern move- | 
ment in Mississippi. It was made up of the con- | 
sistent few who opposed, and of thegreaternumber | 
who seceded from the Southern movement. With | 
the assemblage of this convention in Mississippi, I | 
date the downfall of the Southern movement in | 
that State; a fall which was rapidly succeeded by | 
its dewnfall elsewhere. 
acquiesce in the measures of the compromise; 
Georgia acquiesced; Alabama and the other States 
in the South followed suit, or were silent. 


credit, if credit it be, of striking the first fatal blow | 
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| [Laughter. } 


in the prog- || ae 
| rate organization. 


| ment was abandoned each was free to resume its 
|| original position. 


_back,”’ in the language of my colleague. 


Virginia determined to | 


To the || 
Union Convention of Mississippi belongs the | 


| kept up the old organization. 
at the Southern movement. From this moment it l| 


rapidly declined. The movement I regard as dead, || 


It died at the hands of its early friends—its fath- 
ers. It is now very dead; and if I were called 
upon to write its epitaph, | would inscribe upon 
the stone that sana its burial place, Requiescat 
im pace. 
an old friend. I loved this movement. I be- 
lieved it was, in its day, full of patriotism, full of 
devotion to the best interests of the country, and 
eminently calculated to preserve the Union, be- 
cause it was eminently calculated to preserve the 
rights of the States within the Union. But it has 
oo away. A witty friend, in speaking of its 
uoyant rise, its rapid progress, and its early de- 
cay, described it as being like Billy Pringle’s pig: 
** When it lived, it lived in clover, 
And when it died, it died all over.’? 


When those who had been chiefly instrumental 
in getting up this movement abandoned it, could 
They 


brought it into being, and by their hands it fell; 


| and now they turn upon us, denounce it as a mon- 
| ster, and charge its sole paternity on us. 


assume our due share of the responsibility, and 
they shall take theirs. 


The Southern movement was, I repeat, the joint | 


work of both parties acting together. This is his- 
tory. 
party was entitled to the most credit. 
in this movement a fusion of parties. But upon 
all the old issues each party maintained its sepa- 
And when the Southern move- 


The Whigs did not return to their position. 
They halted by the wayside, and by the aid of a 


few Democrats, formed the Union party. It was 


'a party not demanded by the exigencies of the 
hour; but called into existence to subserve the 
This brings me to con- | 
|| sider the present organization of parties in my 
| State. 

My colleague [Mr. Witcox] the other day, in | 


views of particular men. 


fe did preside. || what I considered rather bad taste—although I | 
|| certainly shall not undertake to lecture him upon 

| matters of taste—spoke of a bare minority—of 
| almost a majority of the people of our State as | 
attempting to SNEAK BACK into the Democratic || 

| ranks. 
speaking of the State-Rights men of 1832, after | 

| their separation from General Jackson, he said: 
‘“They stood aloof from the party, in armed neutrality, 

in the only State where they had a majority ; and in States | 


That was the language employed. 


where they were in the minority, generally aeted with the 
Whig party in opposition to the Democrats. They did not 


after their defeat attempt to sneak back into thé Democratic | 
party under the style of old line Democrats, as the seces- || 


sionists of the present day are attempting to do.” 


Now, I shall undertake to demonstrate that the || 


State-Rights party of Mississippi were never 
out of the ranks of the Democratic party, and that 
by no act of their’s have they ever put themselves 
beyond the pale of that party; and therefore there 


| was no occasion for them to march back, even with 


banners flying, and much less for them to ** sneak 
Who 
were they that put themselves first out of the 
ale of the Democratic party? It was my col- 
leuphie and his associates. be November, 1850, 
they assembled together in what they~ certainly 
did not call a Democratic Convention. They as- 


|| sembled ina Union Convention, and passed what 
they were pleased to term Union resolutions. | 
| They formed a Union organization, independent 
| of the Democratic party, and equally independent | 
more than that. | 


|| They chose, as the especial organ of that party— | 
in the State of Mississippi, or any other State, |. p 


ization, the leading 


of the Whig party. They di 


the particular mouth-piece of that political organ- 
Vhig organ at the seat of 
government. laskif itis notso? It is true they 
took down the name of the paper. 


line Whig and the new line 
that journal. From this point, the unhappy contro- 


versy which has continued in Mississippi, took its || 


rogress. The Democratic party became divided. 
But there can be no difficulty in deciding who 
The newspaper 
press of the State gives always a pretty clear in- 
dication as to how parties stand. If there is 


GLOBE. 


|| ing at its mast-head from the o 


I will not make merry over the tomb of | 


We || 


If there was any rivalry, it was as to which || 
There was || 


In | 


It was called || 
the **Southron.”’ That title no longer suited their | 
nurpose, and they called it the Flag of the Union. || 

But they left the old Whig editor to conduct it. | 

| True it is that they associated with him a so-called 

Union Democrat, And it is equally true that the old || 


emocrat yet conduct || 


March 19, 


| one single, solitary Whig pa ie ta ie ; 

| Mississippi that has not kept the Union at 

; pening of he. y 

| test down to this hour, I ask my colleagye . ~ 
Say 


_which one it is. If there was a Demo. 
'| paper in the State of one year’s standing that di 
not take the State-Rights side, with buta s 
_ exception, the Columbus Democrat, and keen int 
| do not know where it is to be found. Who. Itt 
| from these facts to have been getting out ru 
| Democratic party—my colleague, who is Sustained 
'| by the ae say's or I, who have been ana 
| yet sustained by the Democratic press? ses 

More than this. The Union party called 9 o 

| vention in April, 1851. It was to be, by the te ~ 

of the call, a Union Convention—mark you, it = 

not a Democratic Convention, it was not a Whis 
| Convention, but it was a Union Convention Wh, 
did itdo? Did it nominate Democrats for shan 
It made four nominations, and two of the “ 
| Democrats by name, and two of them we 
‘| and avowed Whigs. It did not assembh 
Democratic Convention. 
| ocratic Convention. It did not make Democratip 
|| nominations. It nominated two Whigs and two 
|, Democrats, and my colleague voted the ticket thus 
| nominated. Who was it, let meask, that, follow. 
| ing after strange gods, thus put himself outside 


™M Were 
re Onen 


2 ; le as a 
It did not sit asa Dem. 


| the Democratic party; and who is he that, in com. 
ing back, will have occasion to sneak into the 
| ranks? 
The State-Rights party, or the Democratic 
| States-Rights party, as it is termed in our State 
| assembled in Convention in June. What did they 
do? They made their nominations, and they se. 
lected their nominees from the old line Democracy. 
General John A. Quitman was made our stand. 
ard-bearer. I was surprised the other day to hear 
my colleague going back to 1824 and 1828, to find 
the evidence of Quitman’s want of fidelity to true 
Democratic principles. Something has been said 
about a statute of limitation. Whether the late 
distinguished nominee of the Democracy of Mis. 
|| sissippi requires a statute of limitation, | cer. 
tainly do not know. If he voted for John Quincy 
| Adams in 1824 and 1828, and has since seen the 
error of his way, where is the Democrat who will 
not forgive him? Where is the Mississippi Demo- 
crat who has not forgiven him? But we have his 
own word for saying, that he did not vote for John 
Quincy Adams in 1824. He did not vote for him 
in 1828. He was always a State-Rights man of 
the strictest sect; and upon the issuing of General 
Jackson’s proclamation against South Carolina, 
he, like hundreds and thousands of others who 
had. been always faithful to the standard of the old 
hero, abandoned him; and they returned to him in 
their own good time. But if it be so grave an 
offense in the Democrats of area to have 
| nominated a gentleman who voted (allowing the 
charge of my friend to be true) for John Quincy 
Adams in 1824, and again in 1828, what shal! my 
| friend say of Governor Foote. He claims to bea 
better Democrat than anybody else; and yet he held 
| the only office that he ever did hold at the hands of 
| the people in Mississippi, until he was elected Gov- 
| ernor, from the Whigs of the county of Hinds, and 
| 
| 
1 








that so late as 1838-"9. Yes; my friend forgot that, 
in 1838, Governor Foote run as a Whig, waselected 
as a Whig, and served as a Whig, in our Legisla- 
ture. So, upon the score of consistency, I think, 
allowing my friend’s statements to be true, we stand 
quite as well as he does. And I submit to my col- 
league whether it is not a little too late for him, ot 
for his friend, the Governor of the—I was gogo 
say Union party, but he is Governor of the State by 
| the constitution—to complain of Governor Quit- 
man’s want of Democracy. Did not both youand 
Governor Foote vote for Quitman for Governor!" 
1849? Did not Governor Foote put forth, or aid 
in putting forth, a pamphiet in this city, urging 
| the claims of this same Sohn A. Quitman for the 
Vice Presidency? Yes, sir, so late as 1849 he 
| recommended him, as a man worthy of trust, to the 
whole Democracy of the Union. Yet my friend 
lays charges against his political orthodoxy, dated 
as far back as 1824 and 1828—twenty years be 
| yond the time when he received the indorsemet 
of Governor Foote and nearly one third of the 
|| whole Democracy of the Union; reer oes years 
beyond the time when he received the indorse- 
' ment of Mississippi for Governor, and my friend's 
| If the indorsement of the 


} 
} 


it 





|| vote for the same office. é 
‘| National Democracy in 1848—if the indorsement 
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™ \fississippi Democracy in 1849—if the indorse- 
os cof Governor Foote, and of my colleague also, 
met he relied on, I think Quitman can pass mus- 
‘He is sound, 

te. eae were all Democrats. We run 
a Democrats—as State-Rights Democrats— 


then the Union ticket, composed of two W higs 


against D saanitibe 
uid W9 ened since the election? Who is itthat 
a pp out of the Democratic party? The Le- 
pas go” assembled—the new Governor was inau- 
eM “What was almost his first act? It was 
a ‘ojnt an Adjutant-General. It was an im- 
w appt appointment—the most important in his 
pera he appoint a Union Democrat? No, 
One Did he appoint a secession Democrat, 
- friend calls them? No, not at all; but he 
w pajnted a Whig. That was his first important 
Democrat to make it. What did his ‘* faithful 
Tnion Legislature **do? Itdid not send him back 
ae Senate, that is clear. I will tell you what 
o did. There was an old and venerable Democrat 
~yperintending the penitentiary, It was a mere 


inisterial office, filled by a man who had confes- 


wily discharged his duues with ability and integ- | 


rity, and to the entire satisfaction of everybody. 
He wes turned out by the Union Legislature, and 
a Whig put in his place. A gentleman who 
had discharged for a series of years the duties of 
clerk of the same establishment, with fidelity, and 
the entire satisfaction of every one, was also 
jismissed, and a Whig putin his place. A Whig 
Serveant-at-Arms was elected. Places weregiven 
wother Whigs over the heads of Democrats. The 
patronage of the State, so far as the Governor and 
Levislature could control it, has been given to the 


Whigs; and so far as the executive advertising has || 


heen concerned, it has, with scarcely an excep- 
tion, heen given to the Whig press. I ask if this 
looks like Democracy? Two vacancies existed in 
the United States Senate. 
With Democrats, did you say—old, long-tried, 


and consistent Democrats? Were they sent here | 


io represent the Union men of Mississippi? No, 
sir, One Democrat and one Whig were returned. 
If these things show that my colleague, and his 
associates in Mississippi, have been faithful to the 
Democratic party, why, then, I must confess I 
have grown strangely wild in my opinions of po- 
litical fidelity. What think our friends from other 
States? ue 

likea summer cloud, and not excite their won- 


der?” Is it consistent with Democratic usage to | 


organize under the style of the Union party? Is 
itcompatible with party fidelity to nominate and 
eect bitter enemies of the party? Is it a part of 
the tactics of the Democratic party to dismiss 


an things like these o’ercome them | 


' 


! has the r 
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cerned, of that infraction, and the mode and meas- 
ure of its redress. I desire to ask my colleague if 
he does not indorse the Kentucky resolutions, and 
whether the whole Union party of Mississippi 
does not indorse them? If he will say to us, by 
authority of his party, that they repudiate these 


We were beaten. And what || resolutions, | will guaranty that they sink so low, 


as a political party, that, though you sounded for 
them with a hundred fathom lead hie, a voice 
would still come booming up from this mighty 
deep, proclaiming, ‘* no bettem here.”’ 
| I desire to submit this proposition to my col- 
‘league. Hesays, that because we assert the right 
of secession, therefore we are secessionists. Non 
constat. He asserts the right of revolution. Let 
me ask my friend, do you consider yourself as a 
revolutionist? If I am to be denounced as a se- 
cessionist because | assert the right to secede, may 
I notturn upon my assailant and say to him, You 
are a revolutionist, because you assert the night of 
revolution ? 
But, sir, this new Union organization—this 
party which claims first to be the Whig party par 
excellence, and then to be the Democratic party 
par excellence—to what sort of sentiments does it 
hold? Ask my friend here, [Mr. Wircox,} in 
the presence of our colleague of the Senate {Mr. 
| Brooke] who has lately arrived in this city, 
| ** Gentlemen, what are your opinions 6n the sub- 
| ject of the currency ?’’ My friend would doubt- 


|| less say something about hard-money, and gold 


How were they filled? | 





Democrats and put Whigs in their places? Ought | 


the patronage of a Democratic Government to be || 


given exclusively tothe Whig press? And, finally, 
ought a Democratic Legislature to elect a Whi 
United States Senator? ‘These are questions tend 
by my friend, and his party. I ask the National 
Democracy to answer them. 

My colleague calls us constantly, through his 
speech, the secessionists and disunionists of Missis- 
sippt. This is a kind of political slang used ina 
jarty canvass with effect, but it is entirely out of 
place here. A member of Congress ought to use 
terms that apply toa given state of facts—that have 
some relation to justice. My friend says what he, 
perhaps, said so often in the heat of the canvass, 


inscribed upon our banners. Why, no such 
thing is true. My friend must have seen that in- 


through Some extraordinary perversion of his 
mental vision. There was no such inscription on 


| 


owr banner. The Democratic party of Missis- | 


sippi asserted the abstract right of a State to secede 


from this Union. ‘They entertain that opinion now; | 


and at all proper times and upon all proper occa- 
Sons they will maintain it. We believe, in the 


“anguage of the Kentucky resolutions, * that where | 
there is no common arbiter, each party to a com- | 


pact is to judge of the infractions of the compact, 
and of the mode and measure of redress.” 


‘actions of the compact, and of the mode and 
iheasure of redress.”’ If, in the language of the 
tntucky resolutions, the State believed that the 


| the usual authority and in the usua 
he State, we say, “is to be the judge of in- | 


| and silver; but our colleague in the Senate would 
| tell us that he believes in paper money, and 
banks. Suppose the two gentlemen should be 
asked what they thought on the subject of pro- 
tection? My friend here would commence lec- 
turing you about free-trade; but his colleague in 
| the Senate would begin to tell us how much pro- 
tection we want. And it would be thus in regard 
| to distribution, internal improvements by the Fed- 
| eral Government, the Sub- Treasury, and upon all 
other party questions. If youask them what they 
are for, they tell you they areforthe Union. But 
as to what political measures they propose to carry 
out, they do not at all agree, even among them- 
selves. 

Why, sir, if I may be allowed, in this high 
| council-place, to indulge in an anecdote, I think | 
/can tell one illustrative of the position of this 
Union party, and especially the Union party of 
my own State. There was an old gentleman who 
kept what was called the ‘* Union Hotel.’”’ A 
traveler rode up and inquired whether he could 
have breakfast. The landlord said, *‘ What will 
you have?’ ‘** Well,”’ said he, ‘* I'll take broiled 
chicken and coffee.’’ ‘*1 don’t keep them.’’ 
‘* Let me have beefsteak and boiled eggs, then.”’ 
**1 don’t keep them.”’ ‘* Well,’’ said the trav- 
eler, ‘*never mind; give me something to eat.”’ 
‘* 1 don’t keep anything to eat.”’ ‘* Then,”’ said 
| the traveler, getting a little out of patience, ‘* feed 
my horse; give him some oats.’” ‘* 1 don’t keep 
oats.”’ ** Then givehim a little hay.’’ ‘**1 don’t 
keep hay.”’ ** Well, give him something to eat.”’ 
**] don’t keep anything for horses to eat.” 
{Laughter.} ‘Then what the devil do you 
keep:’’ **Il keep the Union Hotel.” [Renewed 
laughter.] So with this Union party. They are 
for the Union, and they are for nothing else. ‘They 
are for that to which nobody is opposed. They 
are constantly trying to save the Union, and are 


|| making a great outcry about it, when, in fact, no- 
that he almost got to think it was true—that we | 
went into the contest with secession and disunion | 


body has sought or is seeking to destroy it. They 
keep the Union Hotel, but they don’t keep any- 
thing else. 


ng | '| Now, sir, to come a step further in the progress 
‘ription through a distempered imagination— | 


of Mississippi politics. As soon as the election in 
_our State resulted adversely to my friends and 
to myself, we, as a matter of course, abandoned 
the issue upon which it had been conducted. We 
ave up a contest in which we had been beaten. 
But we did not change our opinions as to the 
| soundness of the principle. It was a contest for 
| the maintenance of a particular State principle, or 
State policy. We were overthrown by a majority 
of the people of our own State, and consequently 
we gave up the issue. ae afterwards, by 
way, there was 

a notice inserted in the leading Democratic papers 
of the State, calling upon the Democratic party, 


'| without reference to new State issues, and without 
|| reference to past disputes, toassembile in convention 
compact has been violated, she, and she alone || for the purpose of appointing delegates to attend 


ht to judge, so far as she herself is con- 


| Union convention. 
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the Baltimore National Democratic Convention. 


This was in November, 1851. Almost immedi- 
ately afterwards, the Union party called a Union 
convention, which assembled on the first Monday 
in January last. It was represented by about 
thirty-six delegates, from twelve or fourteen coun- 
ties. On the Sth of the same month, the Demo- 
eratic Convention proper, assembled, represented 
by some two hundred or more delegates, from fifty- 
five counties. Our convention was called as a 
Democratic Convention. Itassembled as a Demo- 
cratic Convention. It deliberated as a Democratic 
Convention, It appointed delegates to the Balti- 
more Convention as a Democratic Convention. It 
appointed Democratic electors. It represented em- 
phatically the Democracy of Mississippi. Having 
been beaten on the issues of State policy, | repeat, 
we gave them up. We so publicly announced; 
and when we met in convention on the 8th of Jan- 
uary, it was as Democrats on the old issues. 

How wasit with the Union Convention? Was 
that a Democratic Convention? Was there any 
such pretence? No, sir; it assembled as a Union 
Convention—a Union meeting to appoint delegates 
to attend a Democratic National Convention. 
Why, what an idea! What right had such a 
meeting to appoint delegates to a Democratic Na- 
tional Convention? If the Union party, calling 
themselves Democrats, may appoint delegates to 
the National Democratic Convention, why may 
not the free Democracy of Ohio, typified in the 
person of the gentleman across the way, [Mr. Gip- 
pinGs,] do the same thing? They claim to be 
Democrats, and have organized the free Democ- 
racy; and why may not they send their repre- 
sentation to the Democratic Convention? Sup- 
pose the Free-Soil Democrats get up an organiza- 
tion, why may not they send delegates too? and 
why may not every other faction and political or- 
ganization have its representatives there? No, 
sir; if there is to be a Union party, let there be a 
If certain gentlemen have be- 

come so etherealized that the Democratic organi- 
zation does not suit them, let them stay out of the 
Democratic convention. When they put on the 
proper badge—when they take down the Union 
flag, arid run up the old Democratic banner, | am 
for hailing them as brothers—for forgetting the 
past, and looking only to the future. They need 
not sneak back. We will open the door, and let 
them in. ‘* To err,is human; to forgive, divine.’’ 

Mr. CHASTAIN, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi if the platform of 
the Nashville Convention did not repudiate the 
idea of having anything to do with either of the 
national conventions—the W hig or the Democratic ? 

Mr. BROWN. Fer that convention, the Whig 
party and the Democratic party, as I said before, 
were alike responsible. The Union party, com- 
posed, as it is, of Whigs and Democrats, must take 
their part of the responsibility for it. Was not 
Judge Sharkey, a Whig and your President’s 
appointee to Havana, responsible? Was he not 

resident of the convention, and is he nota Union 

came ? Did not Governor Foote have a hand in it? 
Did not Mr. Clemens take his share of responsi- 
bility? Did not almost all the prominent, leading 
| Union Democrats of the South have a part in that 
convention? I want to know if these gentlemen 
may slip out and leave us to hold the sack? The 
State-Rights Democrats of Mississippi, as such, 
never indorsed the recommendation to which the 
gentleman alludes; and, therefore, we no more than 
others are responsible forit. If the Union Whigs 
and Union Democrats will stand by the recom- 
mendation, they may fairly expect us to do so 
too; but it isa very pretty business for us to make 
a joint promise, and then allow them to break it, 
and require us to hold on to it. No, sir, “A 
contract broken on one side, is a contract broken 
, on all sides.’’ 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, (interrupting.) 
The gentleman from Mississippi mentioned the 
State of Louisiana in connection with the Nash- 
ville Convention. I wish merely to state this fact, 
that a law was introduced into the Legislature of 
Louisiana authorizing the people tosend delegates 
to that convention, but it failed. I do not believe 
a single man went from the State of Louisiana to 

| that convention who was authorized by the peo- 
_ ple to go there. 

| Mr. BROWN. I cannot stop for these inter- 
ruptions, as I find that my time is fast running 


|| out. Now, what did the Democratic party of 
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Mississippi mean when they assembled in conven- |) 


tion and appointed delegates to the Baltimore Na- 
tional Convention? They meant, sir, to go into 
that convention in good faith, and to act in good 
faith. We do not believe the Democratic party 
is going to come up to our standard of State- 
Rights, but we know they will come nearer up to it 
than the Whig party; and we therefore intend to 
ro into the Democratic Convention, with an hon- 
est purpose to support its nominees. We trust 
you to make us fair and just nominations; and if 
you do, weintend tosupportthem. If Lam asked 
who the State-Rights Democrats of Mississippi 
would sustain for the Presidency, | will answer, 
they will sustain any good, honest, long-tried, and 
fuithful member of the Democratic party, who has 
never practiced a fraud upon them. 

I can tell you this, that in going into that con- 
vention, the Democracy of Mississippi will not 
ask from it an indorsement of their peculiar no- 
tions—if, indeed, they be peculiar—on the subject 
of State-Righits. 

Mr. CHASTAIN, (interrupting.) Let meask 
the gentleman if he would vote for Mr. Cass? 

Mr. BROWN. If I were to answer that ques- 
tion, | might be asked by other gentlemen whether 
{ would vote for this man or that man. Ido not 
choose to engage In any controversy about men. 

Sir, | was saying that we shall not ask at the 
hands of the Baltimore Convention an indorse- 
ment of our peculiar views on thesubject of State- 
Rights—if indeed these views be peculiar. We 
shall ask in the name of the State-Rights party no 
place upon the national ticket—neither at its head 
nor at its tail. And when we have aided you on 
to victory, as we expect to do, we shall ask no 
part of the spoils, for we are not of the spoil-loving 
school. 

W hat we ask is this: that when we have planted 
a great principle, which we intend to nourish, and, 
as far as we have the power, protect, you shall not 
put the heel of the national Democracy upon it to 
crush it. Weask that you shall not insult us in 
your convention, either by offering us as the nomi- 
nee a man who has denounced us as traitors to our 
country, or by passing any resolutions which shall 
thus denounce us in words or by implication, 
Leave us free from taunt and insult; give us a fair 
Democratic nomination, and we will march up to 
it like men, and we will be, where we have always 
been in our Democratic struggles, not in the rear, 
but in the advance column. We will bear you on 
to victory; and when victory has been achieved, 
you may take the spoils and divide them among 
yourselves. We wantno office. Will the Union 
party give this pledge? Of course they will not, for 
they are committed against your nominees in ad- 
vance, unless certain demands of theirs shall be 
complied with—and among them is the ostracism of 
the Sute-Rights men. ‘They propose to read out 
the great body of the Southern Democrats, and 
then L suppose make up the deficiency with 
Whigs. When the national Democracy relies on 
Whig votes to elect its President, it had better 
** hang its harp upon the willow.” 

The State-Rights Democrats will never be found 
sneaking into any party. We ask nothing of our 
national brethren. If we support the nominees, as 
we expect to do, it will be done, not for pay, but 
as a labor of love—love for old party associations; 
lieve of principles, which we hope are not yet quite « 
extinct, and which, we are slow to believe, will 
be extinguished at Baltimore. If we fail to sup- 
port the nominees, it will be because they are such 
as ought net to bave been made. 

We make no professions of love for the Union. 
Let our acts speak. We have stood by the Con- 
stitution and by the rights of the States, as defined 
by our fathers. If uns be enmity to the Union, 
then have we been its enemies. We have not 
made constant proclamation of ourdevotion to the 
Union, because we have seen no attempt to destroy 
it, and have therefore seen no necessity for defend- 
ing it. The danger is not that the States will se- 
eede from the Union, but rather that the Union 
will absorb the reserved rights of the States, and 
consolidate them as one State. Against this dan- 
ger we have raised our warning voice. It has not 
veen heeded; and if disaster befall us from this 
quarter, we at least are not to blame. 

Laudation of the Union is a cheap commodity. 
it is found on the tongue of every demagogue in 
the country. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


I have said is false? 


there is not a demagogue in the Union who does |! Union had, according to Order, had under 
_ eration the state of the Union genera! = 
| ticularly joint resolution No, 9 idine 
| continuation of the work en th 
| Capitol, and had come to no ¢ 


not laud it. Jt is the bone and sinew, the soul 
and body of all their speeches. With them, 
empty shouts for the Union, the glorious Union, 
ig a passport to favor; and beyond the point of 
carrying a popular election, they have no ideas of 


patriotism, and care not a fig for the ultimate tri- || 


umph of our federative system. 


Mr. Chairman, there are many other things to 


which I should have been very glad to make allu- 
sion, but | am admonished that my time is so 
nearly out, that | can have no opportunity to take 
up another point. 


swer any questions that gentlemen may desire to 
submit. 


rogate me, that L should necessarily be compelled 
to answer some questions, or seem to shrink from 
the responsibility of doing so. | therefore hurried 
on to the conclusion of what I deemed it absolute- 


ly necessary to say, for the purpose of answering | 


those questions. l am now ready. 


After a moment’s pause, Mr. B. continued: Gen- 


tlemen seem not disposed to press their inquiries, 
and my time being almost out, | resume my 
seat. 


Mr. WILCOX next obtained the floor, and said: 
Really, sir, when my honorable friend rose to ad- | 


dress the House upon Mississippi politics, | con- 


tess the fact thata spirit of trepidation seized me. | 


| had been informed that | was to be devoured 


this morning by my honorable friend—lI say friend, 


for he is my friend, and as such I regard him. 
But really the storm is passed, and here | am. His 
missile’ have been weak, and they have fallen 
harmless at my feet. 

The honorable gentleman takes the position that 
this Disunion or Secession party in Mississippi 


exists only as a mere chimera in the brains of cer- | 
tain men in that State—that it is only a chimera, | 


a mere phantom—that there is no party in favor 


| of disunion or secession in Mississippi, or in the | 


United States. | thought that gentleman had too 


high a regard for truth to make a declaration so | 


baseless of truth, 

Mr. BROWN. 
sion, | desire to ask my colleague if he means to 
say that | have been guilty of a falsehood? For 


that inference might be left upon the minds of | 


some by his language. 
Mr. WILCOX, 


enough. My language will bear no misconstruc- 
tron. None whatever. 


Mr. BROWN. 
Mr. WILCOX. 


party in Mississippi in favor of secession or dis- 
union, you say what is false. 


Here Mr. Brown, who was standing near Mr. | 


Witcox, struck him in the face. The blow was 


returned, and a violent personal conflict ensued | 


between the parties. The committee was in an 
instant thrown into the greatest confusion. The 


greater portion of the members left their seats and | 
Loud and | 
continued cries for the Sergeant-at-Arms (who | 
was temporarily absent) to arrest the parties. | 
The chairman of the committee [Mr. Seymour, | 
In the | 


rushed towards the scene of conflict. 


of Coanecticut] called to order in vain. 
midst of the noise and excitement, Mr. Bayty, of 


| Virginia, moved that the committee rise; which 


motion was put and carried. The chairman va- 


cated, and the Speaker resumed the chair, and | 
called to order. The disorder continuing, Mr. | 
Barty, of Virginia, demanded that the persons | 


creating the disorder should be arrested. 
The SPEAKER. 


Sergeant-at-Arms. 


{Loud cries of ** Order!” “Order!” and great | 


confusion. ] 
Mr. McLANAHAN. 


Has the chairman of 
the committee reported ? 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear no prop- | 
| osition until order is restored. The Sergeant-at- | 
Arms, and the officers of the House under him, | 
will perform their duty by taking into custody | 


those who are still disposed to be disorderly. 
After some minutes, the members who had re- 


| paired to the scene of action succeeded in separa- 


ting the parties in collision, and order was par- 


aa restored; and 
I by no means say that all who || 


The chairman of the committee reported that 


laud the Union are demagogues; but 1 do say that || the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


GLOBE. 


|| mittee shall have resumed its consi 


I shall be happy, however, | 
in the few moments that remain of my time to an- | 


| supposed, from the disposition mani- | 
fesied by gentlemen a few moments ago to inter- | 





To prevent all misapprehen- 


I have spoken explicitly | 


Do you mean to say that what | 


Ifyou say that there was no | 





The Chair has sent for the | 





March ] 


consid 


2 Providing for 
e en of | 
onclus 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move the uenf 
tion, that all debate in Committee of the wre 
on the state of the Union upon the gyhj hol 
before it shall cease in half an hour after that en’ 
5: m 

[Cries of ““No!? « No!” deration, 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
able? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. Well, Lhopethe y 
will not pass it. — 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker— 

[Cries of ** Lay it on the table!"*] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to Ig it 
the table, for I am in favor of the resolution Bat 
I will suggest to the mover whether, as there be 
a member upon the floor when the committes 
rose, the House have the right to take from | - 
his hour. I hope the time will at least be a 
longzed, so as to cover that speech. or 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no doubt of th 
right of the House to stop debate, for it js usually 
done when somebody is entitled to the floor + 
will modify the resolution, to extend the time t 
one hour, however, if gentlemen desire it 
that motion I call the previous question, 

Mr. FICKLIN. I would suggest to the een. 
tleman from North Carolina, that the gentlenan 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MeNarr] has not been 
heard in reply. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. My speech 
was in reply to his. f 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
this House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move tha 
the resolution to close debate do lie upon the 
table ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit that motion. 

Mr. STANLY. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 


The resolution was then reported, as follows: 


Is that Motion debate 


0 
»and upon 


I move that 


Resolved, That all debate in Committee ot the Whole on 
the state of the Union upon the resolution of the Senaw 
No. 17, to provide for the construction of the work on the 
extension of the Capitol, shall cease in one hour ater is 
consideration is resumed; and if the committee shall yot 
come to a conclusion sooner upon the same, it shall ther 
proceed to vote upon such amendments as shall be pending 
or offered to the same. and shall then report it to the House 
with such amendinents as may have been agreed upon by 
the committee. 


Mr. FITCH. If the debate be closed, by the 
resolution, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the chairman of the select committee, [Mr. Me- 
Narr, ] be e.:titled to an hour under the rule to close 
the debate? 

The SPEAKER. He will not; but the gentle 
man from Kentucky, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who 
reported the bill, will be entitled to an hour. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and the 
question being taken, the result was—yeas 78, 
nays 102—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, John Appleton, 
Averett, Beale, Bragg, Breckinridge, Buell, E. Carringwa 
Cabell, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chan- 
dier, Clark, Cleveland, Cottman, Curtis, John G. Davia, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Ficklin, 
Floyd, Henry M. Futler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyet, 
Holladay, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Geo, W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Preston 
King, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, McDonald, 
McLanahan, MeMullin, MeNair, Meade, Molony, Momm- 
soa, Murray, Nabers, Orr, Audrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, 
Polk, Rantoul, Robbins, Savage, Scurry, Origen 8. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Smart, Abr’m P. Stevens, Alexander Hl. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, George W. Thomp- 
son, Townshend, Wallace, Alexander White, Wildnck, 
and Woodward—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Ashe, Thos. 
i. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bibighavs, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert 
G. Brow:\, Burrows, Busby, Lewis D. Campbell, Carter, 
Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Col 
cock, Cullom, Daniel, Doékery, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Pautkner, Fitch, Florence, 
Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Hautl- 
ton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thoma 
M.. Howe, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johns, 
Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Humpbrey Marshall, 
Mason, McCorkle, McQueen, Miller, Heury D. Moore, 
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